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| ANSWER 


CONSIDERATIONS 


Which obliged Peter. Manby Dcan of Derry to em- 
brace the Communion of the Remiſh Church. 


CHAP. I. 
| To the Preface. 


$. I, Eter Manby Dean of Derry hzs choſen this time, (for 
what reaſons he knows beſt) to declare himſelf of the 
Communion of theChurch of Rome. Whoever doth fo 

in the preſent circumſtances, muſt run the hazard of being cen- 
ſured, for having too great a value for the Favours and worldly - 
Advantages that ſome late Converts have met with. In order 
therefore to ſatisfie the World that he had ſome other Reaſons 
beſides this proſpe&t (I ſuppoſe) he publiſhed this Pamphler 
that I now anſwer. Whoever reads it, will find ſo little Method 
or Connexion between the parts of it, that he muſt conclude 
the Writer was never acquainted with cloſe thinking;and that the 
looſneſs and immethodicalneſs of it, is the greateſt trouble lyes 
on the Anſwerer : the truth is, it ſticks chiefly on Formalities 
and Preliminaries, which no Advocate ever inſiſted much upon, 
that was confident of the merits of his Cauſe : and therefore to 
anſwer it can hardly be worth any ones labour. I confeſs I ſhould 
have thought ſo too, if I had not found ſome of his own party 
boaſting of it ; and I do now aſſure him that Ido not Anſwer it 
. B out 


(2] 
out of any apprehenſion I have of its ſeducing any of ours; and 
that it had been anſwered long ago, if I had been poſſeſſed with 
any ſuch Suſpicion. 

It conliſts of three parts, and each of theſe do in effet con- 
tain the ſame things, and except a man give a diſtin Anſwer to 
each, he may pretend that part is unanſwered. I ſhall therefore 
follow him in his own method,and conſider,fir/#,his Preface to the 
Reader : ſecondly, the Pamphlet it ſelf: and zhird!y, his Latine 
Queries, and beg the Readers Pardon, ifhe find the Anſwers 
ſometimes repeated, when Mr. M. repeats vie queſtions fo often, 

$ 2. His Preface has huddlcd together ſo:ae Queſtions and 
Dilemma's concerning the Catholick Church, and raiſed ſome 
doubts, concerning which he profeſles himſelf ro be at a loſs, and 
ſo deſires information Thus pag. x. When a Proteſtant re- 
hearſes this Article of his Creed; I believe one Catholick Church, 1 
would fain underſtand what Church he means? Again, this makes 
Proteſtancy ſo wandring and uncertain a thing, that I for my part 
cannot underſtand it : Pag, 3. He ſhall find me preſſing for an Anſwer 
to ſuch Queſtions as theſe. 

Pag. 1. ofthe Pamphlet, There are three points wherein I could 
never ſatisfie my ſelf ; a littleafter, [could never fiad any ſatisfaftory 
Anſwer to this Queſtion. Pag. 2, pronouncing the Church of Rome 
Hdolatrous, I would fain know by what Authority ? A little gf 
ter, by whoſe Authority--- I cannot tell. Pag..3 there was no Aaſwer 
to be had. A little after, / cannot find.1. 9g. I do not well under 
ftand:l. 15. I could never underſtand. Pag, 4. I would know, Pag, 7, 

1. r3. I confeſs my dullneſs underſtands not, Pag 8. line. 16. 
T would fain know. line 25. Which Anſwer [ confeſs I do not under- 
ſtand pag. 11. line-15. / defire to be informed, 1, the laſt. .7 
cannot imagine, Pag, 12. line 15. / canuot underſtand. 
Now, it he was {o very ignorant as he makes himſelf, and fo 
deſirous of information, he ought to have conſulted ſome of his 
Spiritual-Guides on theſe heads, and not trulted altogether to 
his own Judgement;ar-elſe he ought inall reaſon to have printed 
theſe Queſtions, before hereſfolv'd them unanſwerable : for how 
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did he know, but ſome body might have had more to fay to 
them than he was aware of, and have given him fatisfa&tion? 
If he had deſigned to þe counted either a prudent or honeſt man, 
this had been his method ; but I have enquired and cannot find 
that ever he propoſed them ſeriouſly to one Divine, or applyed 
himſelf to any in this weighty affair, before he deſerted our 
Communion; and therefore chough perhaps he may be ignorant 
enough, yet [ think it apparent that he only pretends want of 
underſtanding, and deſire of information ; or that he has very 
little care of his Soul, or of what Communion he is. 

$ 3. To give his Queſtions propoſed in his Preface a diſtin&t 
Anſwer, I ſhall firſt rank them in method. 

Concerning therefore the Catholick Church, he asks, 

rt. What Church we mean? 

2. Whether the Charch of England alone as eſtabliſhed by Law, 

or as in Communion with other Churches ? 

3. With what other Church under Heaven doth the Church of 

England communicate in Sacraments and Liturgy ? 
4. Whether the variety of Proteſtants be the Catholick Church, 
fince they want her Eſſential mark called Unity? 
 $. Whether we and the Lutherans are of the ſame Church ; the 
Lutherans bolding a Corporal Preſence in the Sacrament, and 
we denying it? 

All theſe we have in the firſt page of his Preface, and all pro- 
ceed from the ſame root, even ignorance of what is meant by the 
Catholick Church:If Mr. 4, had deſigned to deal ingenuouſly and 
like a Scholar that deſired to clear things, (which ought to be the 
deſign of every honeſt writer,) he ought to have Jaid down a 
definition of the Catholick Church, and then examined to whom 
it belonged, and ſhewn the Church as eſtabliſhed here by Law 
to be no part of it ; for, till that be done, all that is ſaid 1s ban- 
ter; for we mean not the ſame thing by the Church, I never 
ſaw any Romaniſt take this method, and therefore I have al» 
ways believed that they rather deſigned to gain Profelytes by 
confounding their Hcads,than by clear Reaſon and Information; 
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I will therefore tell him what I mean by the -one Catholick 
Church in the Creed; and if he do not like the deſcription, let 
him mend it. | 
The Catholick Church is the whole body of men, profef- 
ſing the Religion of Chriſt, and living under their lawtul-Spi- 
ritual Governours. This body of Chriſtians is one, becauſe it 
has, according to St. Pau! Epheſ. 4. 5. one Lord, one Faith, one- 
FOO : EY Baptiſm, one God, and according to Saint 
Bly gon. quran quia Auguſtine, many Churches are one Church, 
_ —__ ——— _— there Fa _ Faith, an F'v 7 one 
.charitat,quia una exp® Charity, one Expectation ; an , one 
boo pd —_—_ ey heavenly Country ; now if he had been as 
tria «v!eftis eft. $. Auguſt. much concerned to underſtand this aright, 
-1:/ 2am as he would have his Dear Reader, he 
might eaſily have ſeen who it is that fancy to themſelves 
a Church divided from all the reſt of the world, by break- 
ing the bonds of Charity, and coyning new .Articles, diſtin& 
from thoſe of the Catholick Faith, which we received from 
Chriſt and his Apoſtles; . and that the Anſwers to his Queſtions 
are very caſie. 
$. 4. For to the Firſt, when he would know what Church 
a we mean when we rehearſe that Article of our Creed, I 
Þ.# believe one holy Catholick and Apoſtolick Church? the 
Anſwer - is, that we mean, not any particular Church, 
nor any party of Chriſtians of any one denomination; bur 
all thoſe that hold the Catholick Faith, and live under theix 
lawful Paſtors: while they have thoſe marks I have laid down. 
from the Scripture and St. 4ug»/tine, they are ſtill of one Com- 
munion, though by the peeviſhneſs and miſtake of their Gover- 
nours, they may - be engaged in Quarrels; as the Church of 
Rome was in St. Cypriays tune with the Churchof Africa, abous 
the allowing che a6 of Hereticks; and the Quarrelcame to 
that height, that when the Africavs came to Rome, not only the 


peace of the Church and Communion was denyed- them, but 
even the common kindneſs of Hoſpitality ; 8s we may ſee in Fir- 
milians. 
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m3/itans Epiftle to Saint Cyprian, Ep. 75. This 
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, bing” Preciperet fraterni. 
being ſuppoſed, it is no hard matter to find aniverſis, ne quis 


out the parts of this Catholick Church where- eos in _ ſuam 
ever one comes, it is onlyExamining whether Cotton box & 


any Church hold the Catholick Faith, and communis, fed etiam 


. : . tetum&hoſpigium ne- 
whether they live under their lawful Gover — 


nours; and (ſo far as they do ſo, it is our du- 5+. 
ty tojoyn with them, as true'parts thereof, Whereas he who 
with the Donatiſts, will unchurch three parts of four- of the 
Chriſtian World ; or fancy a Church divided from all others, 
though as ſound in Faith and as obedient to their Governours as 
pollible ; is like for ever to be zofſed too and fro upon the unſtable 
waters of Schiſm, and dwindles the Church into a Fattion ; and 
this gives a full Anſwer. 

$ 5. To his ſecond Queſtion, whether we mean by the C atholick 
Church, the Church of England alone,or the Church of England as in 
Communion with other Churches ; for by this it appears, that the 
Churches of England and [reland are no more the Catholick 
Church, than the Engliſh Seas are the whole Ocean ; but they 
are a part thereof, becauſe they hold the Catholick Faith intirely, 
and are governed by their lawful and Catholick Biſhops, who 
have not had for many years, ſo much as a Rival appearing to 
conteſt their Title and Succeſlion. 

_ * $6: Butthen he urges in the third place,with what other Church 
doth the Church of England Communicate in Sacraments and Li» 
turgy? 

To whieh I anſwer, Unity of Liturgy is no part of Commu- 
nion of Churches; let him ſhew, ifhe can, that the Catholick 
Church ever had any ſuch Unity ; Unity in Faith, Sacraments & 
in worſhipping God ſhe has with all true Churches on the face of 
the Earth, inſomuch that there is. not one Article in her Creeds, 
nor one Petition in her Liturgy, that even Mr. M. can condemn ; 
nor is there any Office wanting, in which the Ancient Liturgies: 
agreed ;and then let him ſhew why all Churches hold not Come 
mugion with her ? and who is guilty of the breach thereof? If he 


fay 


[6] 
fay that we hold indeed the Catholick Faith, but not intire, let 
him make it appear : bur if he cannor prove that we deny any 
part of this Carholick Faich,he acquits us trom Hereſie, and owns 
our union 1n Faith with the Catholick Church, To prove this de- 
& waschiefly incumbent on him, but he has not to much as at- 
cmpred ir. He has indeed made an attempt againſt the lawtulneſs 
of our Governours, that is, to prove us octuſmaticks; but how 
unſucceſsiully we ſhall fee by and by. 
$. 7. In the mean rime ro his tourth Demand, Whether by 
the ove Catholick Church be underſtood the waricty of all Prote- 
ftants, fince they want her eſſential mark, even Unity > I anſwer, 
that neither all Proteſtants areCatholick members of the Church, 
norare Proteſtants only ; thoſe among(t Proteſtants, that em- 
brace the Catholick Faith, and make no Separation from their 
lawfulGovernours,and thar live 1a unity of Faith and charity with 
their neighbour Churches are Catholick members, and have that 
Unity, which is eſſential to the Catholick Church ; but theſe are 
not to be confounded with Presbyterians, Independants, Ana- 
Baptiſts, Fifth Monarchy-men, Quakers, &c. ſince theſe have ſepa- 
rated themſelves from their lawtul Governours, as much as Mr. 
M.himſelf ; though their Crime be leſs than his: as he is leſs 
guilty that makes a Rebellion, . than he who joyns with a For- 
reigner to enſlave his native Countrey. | 
But he bas an Excuſe even tor theſe, that he has heard out of 
the mouths of ſome Proteſtants, that God had his people amongſt all 
forts of Proteſtants ; and what it ſome charitable people ſay with 
: Saint Auguſtine ; that they who 
Qui Sententiam ſuam quamvis 


falſam atque perverſam nulla perti- defend thetr Opinion 5 though falſe 


naci animofitate defppgane, preſer- | and perverſe without pertimnaciouſneſs, 
tim quam non audacia preſumptio- 
way Sn nt, fed 5 fedote eſpecially when they were not the Aus 


. atque in errorem lapſis parentibus #hors thereof, thr ough their own cone 


acceperunt , querunt autem cauta fy Yeyce and preſum 10H <P; 
ſolictudine veritatem, corrigi-para- f Pp a receiv od 


ti cum invenerint, nequaquan ſunt it from their feduced and erring Pa- 
inter Hereticos deputandi. Auguſt, rents, and ſeck induſtriouſly the truth, 


Ep. 162. and are ready to embrace it when they 
find 
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find it; are not at all to be reckoned Fereticks? is he ſure that 
there are not ſome ſuch amongſt every ſort of Proteſtants, nay 
of Chriſtians? I am ſure, the- paſſage he quotes out of the /c- 
cond Paper mentioned by him,is noConfutation of this; 'nor any 
thing to the purpoſe, except he hath a mind to prove the Words 
true by his own example: For, what Reaſon has he given 
why he quitted the Church in which he was baptized, educated 
and preferred (whether above his Deſerts, let the World judge 
by this Paper ; ) but'Zecauſe the Diſcipline and Devotions of the 
Church of Rome ſutt his preſent Fancy better than what he leſt ; 
becauſe he was not able to anſwer ſome few Queſtions that have 
no great difficulty in them, his private Judgment or Intereſt told 
him he ought to change his Church. And if he changed his 
Church on the confidence of a Judgment he acknowledges ſuf- 
ficiently weak, why will he not allow the ſame. liberty to others 2 
If he fay that the Church he has choſen is a Church from whence - 
there can be no appeal; I anſwer, he has only his own Judgment 
for believing ſo; and when that Judgment alters, he may be of 
any ' other Church, and fo heis fallen in ſpite of his endeavours 
into the fame miftake he would avoid. He brings in (to what 
purpoſe he knows perhaps himſelf) a Story of a paſſionate Preſ+ 
byterian, who ſaid, that he cared not what his Son was, ſo he was 
ot a Papiſt: which may paſs for a Reaſon to thoſe that build 
their Faith on Stories and Legends, and uſe to give the Cha- 
racer of their Enemies only from their peeviſh Sayings, but is 
nothing to our Church, IND 01 
He argues againſt Schiſm, from x'Cor.-1. ro. 7 Beſeech you bre« 
thren that ye all ſpeak the' ſame thing, and that there be no Schiſms 
among you: 2s if the Church of which he pretended to be a 
Member did not abhor Schiſm as much as he ; © and as if the firſt 
Schiſm from her Communion had not been by Papiſts about the 
xoth of Queen Elizabeth. Now the fame St. Paul, 2 Cor. 6. 18; 
adviſes them to flee fornication, and that as a thing contrary to- 
our Union with God: Mr. MH. had beſt try his Logick, and fee if” 
he can from the firſt place, which torbids Schifm, prove thar-ie- 


[8] 
makes a Man more ceaſe to be a Member of the Church than 
Fornication doth, which is forbidden in the ſecond. 

He produces out of Romans 15.6. that ye glorifie God with one 
Mind and one Mouth, to prove'that we ought not only ſay the ſame 
things, but the ſame words, eſpecially about Sacraments and Liturgy, 
for by one Spirit we (meaning all Chriſtians) are Baptized into one 
bedy ; therefore be exhorts them to take heed of ſuch Teachers as 
have no miſſion or authority for what they ſay, but only good words 
and fair ſpeeches to decerve the hearts of the ſimple. By the for 
and therefore in this ſentence .one would expe that one part 
ſhould be. a conſequence of another, but there is not the leaſt 
affinity between them: but you muſt excuſe him, for his talent 
rever lay much, as has been obſerved by his Friends, in drawing 
eqnſequences. | 

Thoſe, that by good words and fair ſpeeches deceive the hearts of 
the fimple, are not ſaid to want Miſſion, Rom. 16. 17. it is proba- 
ble therefore they had it ; but St. Paul gives very different marks 
to know them by, even teaching contrary to the DoQrine they 
had already received, ſerving their own bellies not our 
Lord Jeſus. Nonconformity therefore to the DoCtrine taught by 
the Apoſtles, and too eager a concern for the riches and intereſt 
of the Clergy are the ſigns of a falſe Teacher, though he have 
never ſo Authentick Million, according to St. Paul, nay, though. 
he were an Angel from Heaven. Bur if he had been of Mr. M's. 
opinion, the Romans muſt not have judged of their Paſtours, or 
attempted to diſcover Seducers by their Do&trine, but only by 
calling for their Letters of Orders and Titles from the Apoſtles. 

$. 8. His fifth Queſtion concerning the Catholick Church is, 
whether we and the Lutherans are the ſame in all material points ;the 
Lutherans holding a corporal Preſence in the Sacrament, and we de- 
»ying itz to which I anſwer, that a difference may be material, 
-and yet not eſſential to Faith, ſo as to neceſſitate a diviſion of 
Church Unity ;. there is a very material difference between thoſe 
in the Church of Rome that hold the depoſing Power, and thoſe 
that deny it ; betweea thoſe that hold the Pope infallible, Long 
| ole 
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2A not there. may; be | ini re mats. 
ters relagl £0 SBA De yp and yet Vaity of SIS As 
to his Objection againſt the Calviniſts, - Ca) hey have no Order 
of Pricf gr or Biſbope, | L kave ng hes to.diſpute it hrs chem... Whe- 

r conſequently: | Pu, hoop no true Sacraments, which he in- 
ers,, I leave him to dilpute it with his new Church, which al- 
lows their Baptiſm ;. we are concerned in neither, 

$. 9. There is only one thing more he objefts on this Head 
againſt our Church, and that is, that ſhe, aseſtabliſhed by Law, 
is Catholick neither as to time nor place, becauſe. not wiſible any 
where for many Ages before Edward the ſixth. This-is the old 
Queſtion Where was your Church before Luther? And has been 
. often ar Baker, by ſhewing that we made no new Church by 

the Reformation, that we kept all the Eſſentials of Faith & Wor+ 

ſhip received /by our Anceſtors, | had the ſame Creeds, the ſame 
God, Chriſt, Baptiſm, and Euchariſt ; and laſtly, were governed 
by the ſame Biſho and other Governours, be ore and after the 
Kakirmation : and therefore it is a wild thought in Mr..M. to af- 
firm that our Church was not viſible before at the ſixth. It . 
is true,it was not eſtabliſhed by Law in all points as it is now,no 
more was the Church of Rome before the Reformation by , the 
Council of Trepz, ( for that alſo pretended to Reform) but the 
eſtabliſhing by Law is accidental altogether to a Church, and a 
Church may for viſible long before it 1s ſo eſtabliſhed. 

This is all in his Preface that any way relates to the Catho- 
lick Church, 

$. 10. The ſecond part TREE to the Miſſion, of our Biſhops, 
and is reduced to four Queries, which ſhall have their full Con- 
ſidefation, when I come to conſider the firſt potat that he lays 
down 1a-his Book. _ |. 

& 11. Thereſt is ſpent i in comparin ewo- Hiſtorians of the 
A —— that is Door Heylin an oor Burnet,of vom 
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he gives this CharaQter, that Burnet ffrains all his wit fo palliave 
the doings of the Reformers and paint ont ro advantage; Hey- 
lit repreſents them honeſtly for the moſt part, «nd in thery own co- 
Homrs : Whereas in truth the firſt dorh generally lay down naked 
matter of Fatt only, and: leaves the Reader tojudye ; and rhe 
other paſſes his own Cenſures,and gives his own Glofs'on them; 
as may. be feen by the very Mr..M. quotes out of Doftor 
Heylin's Preface. The truth is he abuſes both Hiſtorians ; Hey- 
liz by producing that for matter of Fat, which is all his own 
Inferences and ConjeQtures, and fo expreft to be m the very 
words : «ll that was done in order to a Reformation, ſeemed to be ac- 
cidental only, then——---] cannot reckon his Death an infelicity, 
-==u==—it is not to be thought, to the next clauſe, nor was it like to 
happen, to the next— cy eaſily have done, to the next--- -- 
nas in all probability to the laſt, : 

Are not theſe ConjeRtures ftrong Arguments to prove the Re- 
formation-unjuſtifiable ? But he abuſes him yet more in the paſ- 
fage concerning the Duke of Sommerſer, by reporting that as 
Poor Heytiz's Opmion, which he records only as the Opinion of 
others, pag. 116..ot his Hiftory; where among three or four Con- 
jeftures, why the Duke did not claim rhe benefit of his Clergy ; 
he ſets down this/laft, Finally whether it were ſome ſecret judgment 
on hint from above(as fame men conrejved )rhat he,who had deſtyoyed 

fo many Churthes, Sec, ſhould want the benefit of Clogs in his Rog 
extremity; where Mr. M:. leaves out the Parenthetis (as ſome Mer 

_ conceived) and falfifies him(perhaps to make him recompence;by 
addinganorher of his own, he (the Dake of Sommer er) deprived 
magy learued men of their means and lovelyhood , (far being Papiſts 
adds Mr.M.)a'moft notorious falftiood ; ſince it appears from all 

Hiſtories of the Reformation, that there was an univerfal Com:- 

- plyance of rhe Clergy ; few making any firion, and none 
almoſt-abſolarely retuſing Conformity ; his Papiſts ar rhat time 
foved their Means ſo wefl, or found fo littfe amiſs in the Refor- 
mation,that they. readily complyed with all Changes. And as he 
thus abuſes and fallifies Hey/in, ſo he doth Burxer ; he ſaith, that 
; the 


[ 12 ] 
the worſt Burnet cax charge Heylin with, « hit not vouthing Aut ho- 
rity for what he ſays ; mc he affirms, that it is a» wntruth, that 
Writ wpor wtertaiy groun #5, as Burnet would ſy on nn 

Burzet in that place Indares 119 ach ' but worm 

ought to have vouched them, ther peop ghr have 

cher certainty. Heylin's own  Telbimnony for Bi is fidelity is not \- 
be taken-in his own Cauſe ; and therefore Mr.M. vindicates him 
very ill, when he produces nothing 'elfe for him. He faith Dofor 
Burner doth wor produce one _—_— of any moment wherein he dares 
ſay, Dottor Heylin'ss falſe hope Mr. M. would not quore any 
paſſage out of- Heylix chat was not of moment ; what if thar 
age that relates to the Duke of Sammerſet here quoted, be re- 


corded _— Heylin, and taxt as falſe by Bayes then I be- 
lieve every body will judge Mr. 2. either very y 1500 t or very 
malicious ; and af thus it is. Says Mr.M.trom Heylin,The Dot: 


4 Sommerſet was ſo fr qt in his Judgment, as not to crave the 
nefit of his Clergy, which might have ſaved his Life. Now lodk 
into Burnet ad Anu. 1531. nn 186. 2 vol. .and {ce-whether he 
w_ not AION Some late 5a have mae an Itference 
1 his not clainui that he was t hues left of 
God, not to plead t Fave i kf mach rode 
Rights and Revenaes wr the C Lhe but in this t d their 
kenorance ; for by theStarate, __ "Felony, of hid was found 

Guilty, was not to be purged by 
. Theme likel can x ayes RAPP 
read Burnet nor Heyliz ; if he did,he neither knew this,and'con- 
ceaPd it; which him ver diſingenuous : or did notobſerve 
it; and ſo he falls under the CharaGer of a thoughtleſs Reader, 
; that coukd neither by his own Obſervation, nor the Admonition 
of Friends avoid picking-out;and R—_ ſuch an uncharitable 
falſhood. Ir were cafie to ſhew ſeveral falſhoods (even in thoſe 
thirigs that are moſt invidious to the Reformation) in Heylix's 
Hiſtory, obſerved and confated by Burmet : one more particu+ 
larly, in his ſaying, that the Father of Queen An» Boleynerwas 
one of the Jury that condemnedher ; with which as a talſhood, 
C 2 be 


[12 ] | 
he taxes Heylin in his Addends,p,z63. firſt Volume,where be1ays,: 
that Dottor Heyliz took t his as he did many of her thi $,:t00 eaſily 
pon Sanders's zredit;z which (if true) is:cnough to blaſt the cre- 
Goat bi Book. with all-Proteſtants, nay with all Men of Judg- 
ment that know what an infamousL;yar.and Rebel Sariders was. 
Whereas therefore he intreats the ProteſtantReader toperuſe 
Doctor Heylin's Hiſtory of the Reformation, we are content he 
ſhould do {o.; and let him at;the ſame tirre peruſe the Hiftory of 
the Council of Trent, written by Father Pa/and let him impar- 
tially judge which was'carried 0a by the. worſt Men and worſt 
Arts ; the Reformation, or -the Council. - df 
. . What Mr. M. objeRs further in his Preface againſt Cramer 
and the othgr Reformers, ſhall be conſidered in its proper place. 


—— 


'CHAP. IL | 

FT Come now. to examin the Pamphlet it- fetf;-which conſiſts 

of Fhreeparts. \o : DC nt 1{} 2 v d Bork 151 

53; A Ixtter: to His'Grace:the-Lord:Primate of Ireland: - ' 
' B,\Of Three pounts whereinche'could-not-ſatisfic bimfelf;- ©» 
-" \And gdly: :Aconfuſed heap of particulars at the lacter end»: | 
- As tothe Letter; 1t13 alittle ambiguous:to whom itis dire&X. 
ed; 1f to his old Patron,.as a.civil Compliment'at taking'leave, 
he had done well to have told. the;true-Reaſon win he torſook 
him; Your Gract'would-net get mea Biſhoprick; thoogirtften 
preſt and {ollicited by-tmie ; therefore'I beg your leave ro ſeek a 
new.Patron,whoſe Mediation may be moreefte&ual;But perhaps 
Mr. 2. means another man, and then we may reckon this as the 
fr} Fruits'of;his: Converſian; ' Are you taught already the:Atr 
of Equivocation?, We ſhall learn'from thiswhatſincerity-wemay 
expect from: you-;; and ſhall hardly believe you whert you tell us 
that it was not any:confideration of Temporal Intereſt inclined yu 
zo be reconciled. If yau valued Temporal Intereſt fo little, whiy 
were you ſo earneſt for a Proteltans:Biſboprick!? Why did;you 
tepine'and murmor {lo mugh-that-you-were not preferretl? w_ 
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Charles the Secondis?.. AlLyou, pretend for.your. ſelf is, that you 


3s. 
| þwctry riear 36 yeats Rudy. had his Religion by ——_— 
2 &d He to be —_ and either Induſtry or Means 
the moſt material Cantroyerſfies 
jew _—_ Ra xh& Church." "Which Controverſies are {till 
the fatne; and: the Arguments p r6and cox of the fame force they 
were before tri.every this jencop the alteration of one circum- 
fance that is, worldly Advantage; Is not this a moſt excelent 
Accqunt of your Converfion ? ' Andwhereas you tellHis Grace, 
that al that have known you theſe ſeveral years can mitmeſs for you, 
that 'it mas mot any ronſideration "of worldly Intereſt that inclined 
y0u; you are obliged to beg His Graces pardon for your falſe In- 
formation: for, I can aſſure you,T haveconſulted many'that have 
known you, and have not mer one that can witneſs this for you, 

But on the contrary, 'the moſt conclude, that it was the litcle 
ob of 'Worldly Advantage turn'd the Scale for your new | 

hurch. This is therefore the true Account you ought to have 

given His Grace of your Rivoncilewene. 

. 2. Theſecond part of Mr. M's Paper conſiſts of three points, 
wherein he profeſſes, that he cowld never ſaviefie tagef” fence be be- 
zan.ta fludy the Controverſies betwets'the two Churches. 

The firlt was, The Miſfow or Anthority of the firſt R 
The ſecond, "The Warr of Confeſſion in the Church hind. 
And the chird, Where 'is that one had Carholick C __—_ do 
profeſs to believe in the two Creeds? 
To rhe firſt of theſe points T ſhall re by ins clayrnientacd..; 
1. I will put rogerher all the Que i0ns that he asks on this 
Head. 
2. Confider the Anſwers he produces to them. 
And-;3. The Objections he has raiſed againſt the Reformation 
or Retormers. ' 
© x. Concerning our Miſſion he asks/in bis Preface, pag. J- 
What Prieſthood or-Holy Orders had the firſt Reformers, but what 
they received from the hands of Roman Catholick Biſhops? _ 
ne] 4 Food or Holy Orders have Proteſtants, but what they 
confeſs rs ih Fectived from Roman Catholick Biſhops ? Pag. 12. 
of the Pamphiet. 2. Who 


OY | f rg | 
2. Who aithiyized the firft Reformers # fredth theit Prottftant 
Dittr ine, and whminiftet their Proteſtant Sieramiehts ? Pap. t. 
of his Pamphlet, © > © 075 056 ag 
"1 avs #0 ndw diſputing what Doctrine ht preithed* bat whi ſent 
him to preach his Proteſflant Dott+ ine, 11d xdminifier bit Proteftint 
prog md ? *T'z not hi Dottrine, but Miſſion 1 ##i now enquiring 
ajter. * $* ; % 

7 by Whhes Cranmer 4d his Aſſociates tould torndthin the Chitrch 
of ome by pretence of the Miſſion they received from hex Biſbops ? 
g. 3.'0of his Preface. pH on We ND ES 

T underſtand not------how any man can juſtifit his Proteflant Do- 
arine by authority of the Popiſy Miſſion. Pa . 2. of his Pamphler. 
I muſt ſtill ak the old Gaeftion ; By whoſe RN ty did he t6:- 
ow th at Church, from whois he received hit Miſffo# ? Pag.3. of his 
ampnlet. | Wk : 
The Archbiſbop of Catiterbury ,8&c. at the time of their Conſe ra- 
tion were profeſſed Roman Catholicks--—-— But afterwards tar hi 
Proteſt ants,and pronouncitg the Charch of Rorhe Tdotatrous, Iwould 
fain know by whoſe' Authority ? Pag. 2. of his Pamphblet. © 
At the time of their Conſecration they profeſſed Sever Saty amients, 
Anno 1536. , they retrencht then to three—-—=-then to two, Anno 
1 549,-----— By whoſe Authority or Miſſion I cannot tell. Thid.pag.2. 
Again, Who gave them Authority to pronounce themſebves ſound 
Members, and the Church of Rottie 4 corrupt Arm of the Catholick 
Church ? Pag. 12. | 
The fourth Sett of Queſtions concerning Miſſion is on this 
Head ; Preface, p. 3 Whether a Presbyterian Miniſter having re- 
ceived Orders from a PFoteſt ant Biſhop, can, by wirtne of / ww Or- 
ders, pronounce the Church of Erigland 4 corrupt Church? © 
I under fland not how a man can forſake the Church of Fngtand, 
and preach Presbyterian Doftrine by vertue of his Proteſt aut Or- 
ders. Pag. 2. of his Pamphlet. 
Presbyterians being Interrogated,------Did that Church authorize 
you to preath againſt the Sacraments or Liturgy ? there was no An- 


[wer te be had, Pag. }. 
"M0 Ibid, 
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7 Wi ParetScby Miſſion then our firſt Reformers had, and no 
other that I con find. P43... _ IRENE C | 
. $.'3-. Before I come to a diſtin& conſideration of cach of thee, 
I mult ob erve that he wayes the Diſpute concerning our Prie/t- 
2 or Epi copal Orders, : whether valia"or no; (Pampbl. pag. 1.) 


ow, 1f theſe ars valid, either let 'bim ſhew one Sacrament ad- 
miniſtred by Proteſtazts,which theſe CharaQters do not givethem 
Power to celebrate : or one Article; of Faith that they teach, 
which the lame da. not oblige them to teach ; or elſe let him 
ask no more-for.their Miſſion, and. Authority, to teach their Do- 
Arine,andadminiſter their Sacraments, If their DoQrine and Sa- 
craments are not. T heirs but Chriſts ;. they are not only ſent, but 
obliged by their Orders to adminiſter the one,. and teach the 0- 

ther, in. the Churches wherein they are appointed Paſtors, 
. . L obſerve further,that he manifeſtly contradias himſelf in this 
marter ; for he makes Cramer aid Latimer the firſt. Proteſtant 
Biſbops and owns their Conſecration (p.2.)and yet alledges(p. 3.) 
that #t z5 10 eaſie matter to find out whoconſecrated the firſt Proteſtant 
Biſhops; becauſe, forſooth, there were none to do it, but Roman Ca- 
tholick Biſhops, who never uſe to conſecrate any Proteſtants. But if 
he had read Ma/ſoz, and Archbiſhop Bramball, he might have ſeen 
who ordained the firſt Reformers, .and "their Succeſſion to this 
- day: and if he had conſulted Sir James Ware de Preſalibus, he 
might have. ſeen that there wanted not Biſhops in Ireland wil- 
ling to conſecrate Proteſtants ; Primate Lofts being conlecra- 
t&d by the then Archbiſhop of Dubliz, Dr. Curwin, who con- 
= -Betged 
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$ £0 mean 
noi Carl Trp, ks ſuch as year; the NI of Rome 
Ho Er upream. univerſal Paſtor of, the Catholick Church by 


ine right to whoin themſelves were by God made unappeal- 
ij oconp 56G, which as the; Eflaral Charater 
Catholick; the firſt Reformers received their Orders from no ſuch 
Romaa Catholicks;. Whatever Roman Catholicks hold now, he 
will never. prove this to have been the declared ſence of the 
Church of. ould ie} Reformation: ,and therefore the 
firſbReformers cannot be ſaid ro haye received their Or- 
ders from Rn Catholicks, A from the Church of England. 
There are,two dT va bedifhpganſhed | ig the Office of a Bi- 
ſhop; ane. boo tha Poneage Capagty.0 Lhe Church, 
Fecha ing,Scripture, mn gs Ordaining 
Fe and Deacons,, 0 Ottering, Bap a Ong the 


-—"othe- 
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other is, the admitting the Biſhop ſo impowered to the exerciſe 
of that Power within certainLimirs; which wecalla Dioceſs.The 
firſt of theſe isa Divine; fd the ſecond a Cat ical Right, "Now 

the fiſt Reformers received che firftoft t -Order 
Rs Chriſt by the hands of their workings: 


were Bi- 
ſhops of Empl layth, fer Rome: "The oPthels th wy 
likewiſe from the'Laws and Conftitutions of the Church arid 
Ki mY of Ex ro of Romtt : Feet it Rec: chor _ ed that 
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rite. ' Alttiough hare the firſt Re 
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er. In abs a man is Ordained ES a Proteſtant nor a Papiſt 
but a Chriſtian Biſhop j/ his Miffion is x Chriftian Miſſion, Do 
him be ſent by whom hie will; and whoever gave hin his Midl- 
on, if he teach any DoQrine but, Chriſts, he 1s A " Hence 
when the Doxatifts were very earneſt to 
know the Ordainers of St. Auguſtine and 
other Catholick Biſhops; they anfwer We" 
are not ſatisfied how the cauſe of Truth i 
concerned, who was the Obilaites ny one ;" 
fince Gol i ſbewn to be owr Father. And- 
_— they preſs till to know the Ordain- Sts Wa Ber 
, St. Hagnft ine anſwers; I fee they þ fo” 7 OT Yu | 


Gb on tvifles. "in ; [2ilouts 
'Twas on this Pri that Baptiſm and Ordition by Here- 
ticks were allowed'in the Cathdlick Chateh;'to fiich as'came e- 


ver from thoſe Hereticks,even becauſe they were Ba ized Chrt- 
ſtian Proſelytes,and Ordained Chriſtian Bifhops 3/7and they were 
never 7 choughr to gobey beyond thoit\Miffon, becauſe they renouns 
ced the Errors of Ordainers,””*! - 

. Tfit be replied, that Hereticks milking dhe nn 
Catholick Brſhops,change for thobelcerbur Paj 
ſelvesProteſtant Biſhops,change for the worlT.Tati ar its 
the Ples of Miſſion, and bring Capi Miffion tothe trial ralof cheDo- 
Arife. ' Tf then Cranmer and % reſt of the Reman'Catholick Bi- 
ſhops made thernſelves only truly Catholicks ; they made them- 
ſelves nothing but whatChriſt had obliged them toin thei Con: 
ſeeration. He is the Fai of Truth; the Children of Frath are 
owned by him as heneftly begotten, ad no By-blows,” as Mr. Me. 
would infinuate,p.2. rv ;h he has exaQtly cranſertbedrve only 
the Argument of the Donatift Pers/5ar againſt the COINS 

D 2 


S'; and ler/bim none this Point 
pleaſes, we are Rady toanſ{wer him. 
rp Genin ſcere. Videt poten ſe originem non 


He m5 igitur of oo are ow by ple e eſt Hzreticus, qui 
po ed 90 een yy teneant'; fi minavi._ Ati EI, SN _ 
ceſſe habeat og innocents, Coll, Cart cpm to 236- 

$. 6... To his ſecond Queſtion, '*Who authorized the firſt Refor- 
mers ito Teath their Proefant DotFrine,and ddminifter their Pro- 
reſtant Sacraments? - 

'T Anſwer, No body but bimſeifwould have askedſach a fool- 
iſh Queſtion ; fince the Proteſtants pretend to no DoArine or Sa- 
craments peculiar to themſelves, or that may be called Theirs, 
but only to the Doctrine & Sacraments of Chrif received in the 
Catholick Church : If the Proteſtants were guilty of any.fault, 
it was, not-making:new Deftrines or Sacraments,” but rejeQing 
' thoſe that ſome counted old;and o thejr Crime was not the want- 
ing Miſhon or Authority todo what they did,but not uſing theis 
-Authorigy £0 its full extent, to;do and teach more: If they. had 
power given them.to Adminiſter ſeven Sacraments, and admini- 
fired only two, as Mr. M. ſays, then it is afogliſh thing to doubt 
their Authority to Miniſter thoſe two ; whereas they are rather 
accountable for their not Holding and Adminiſtring the other 
five: but the truth is, they, received in their Ordination power 
from Chriſt; to adminiſter: neither Proteſtant nor Popiſh, but 
Chriſtian Secramen?; - miniſe M. I nor can make 
it appear, that they A er ot or omit any, that 
Chriſt has none 45 y 

He is aware of this Anſwer ia his fifth Page, and gives a reply 
toit; / —— he) theReader to remember that this was the very 
Anſwer of Lugher, Socinus, Zuinglius, Calvin, and moſt other Re- 
formers: Let me pray the Reader to obſerve,that this-is acts 
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, if it were true ; fince weare not tobelieve every 
ut try the Spirits whether be of God. "The falle Pro- 
phets pretended*to Revelation as well as the true, was netthier 
therefore to be believed ?the falſe Reformers;as well as: the true; 
pretended to preach no new Doctrine, or adminiſter new Sacra» 
ments, but only the DoQrine and Sacraments of Jeſus Chrilt : 
Are neither therefore in the right? May not a good: Anſwer be 
abuled and miſapplyed? Toclear thererore this marter,we own 
yes he contends for, _ a true F—_ and wo orovy 
lewful Miſſion are generally neceſſary to 4 regular. preacher of the 
Goſpel, pag. 5. and if cicher of theſe are per perſon is 
not to be received. Whicty appears in the Prophets he mentions 
from FJer.'23. ibid. who wanted not an external Mifſion, what- 
ever Mr. M. imagines ; for the Prophets-are the Paſtors-of-the 
people, againſt whom God pronounces a Woe, werſe 1.:and 2: - 
of that Chapter ; they are joyned with the Prieſts, verſe the 11. 
and 34: their fault was not preaching without.any: 
at all, but preaching falſe DoQrine ; for which no man tan have 
a'Miſhon, but even the Pope himſelfwhen he doth ſa,-is:to be 
rejeQed as « Seducer. If theſe very Prophets whom Mr.M{. 1ma- 
gines to haye- had no Miſſion had —_— true Dodrine, God 
would have approved them, ver/e'22. Bat if they had ftood in my 
Conncel,and cauſed my people to hear my words then they ſhonld bave 
terned' them from their evil ways; that is, God would havegiven 
them ſucceſs : and when God ſays, verſe 32. I ſext them ar, nor 
commanded them, it doth not relate to preaching, for God hag 
commanded the Prieſts and Prophers to preach;;; bur it rela 
to the cauſing my people to err by their Lyes and Lightweſs, whi 
isa good Argument againſt thoſe that ſeduce the people with 
Legends and Lyes, ' and Revelations, and falſe Miracles, and 
Dodtrines of Profit and-Gain, whatever their Miſhon be. 
Now theſe two things being neceſſary toa true Teacher, we 
affirm, rhat the firſt Reformers in Ezg/eznd had both ; not only 
the Licence and Approbation of the Church as he ſtates it, pag. 15. 


but her Ordination & Appointment alſo according to the k wo 
ruics 
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-rvles of 9mm Paſtors, whe ſome, other Reformers do 
Not to ; and therefore all the Queſtion is,cancerning the 
other Charatter of a true Faſhar, preaching rtuc Dodkri the 
firſt Reformers had, Popiſb Dettr iveand admunilired Po- 
piſb Sacraments, I'do not find but 'Mr, 4. would have thought 
they had Miſſon enough ; but I Anſwer, that was aot Chriſts 
defign in appointing Biſhops, 'but- his deſign was. that they 
bl Bihes ns ered nar pri ra pagigs d aa Ehdery 
all Biſhops are inpowere iged to do ; and t e till 
he ſhew that there is a difference between Chriſts DoQrine agd 
Sacraments, and thoſe that Proteſtants Teach and Adminiſter, 
their Epiſcopal Orders are ſufficient to warrant them. 
- $7 And fo L:proceed to his third Sett of Queſtions, Whether 
Cratmer aud his Aſſociates could condemn the Church of Rome, by 
. pretence of the Mrſſios received from her Biſhops ? To which I 
anſwer, That if by:condemning the Church of Rome, be meant 
andtliemarizing her, and cutting her off from the Body of Chriſt 
' by judicial Sentence; as'if we were her Superiors ; ( which 
condemaing-only is by authority.) We. never thus candemanec 
the'Church of Rome -: Faults we believe to be in her Ireat- 
1y need Reformation;- but that Work we lkaye to her lawful 
Governours ; our Church. having declared ja-her Preface.to her 
Liturgy, that 'in theſe her doings ſbe condtwns no other Natjon,nor 
iÞreſcribes any thing but to her own People only ; Cranmer therefore 
and his Aſſociates did not: condema the Church-of Rome; nor 
could he or his Fellows do it by pretence of a Miſſion received 
ont her Biſhops, forthey received no Miſhon from her Biſhops, 
Sur from the-Biſhops of Exg/axd. atk T8 _ 
' But then! he > re to ask by \whoſe Authority did they co- 
demn the Church 'from whom they received their Miſſion ? F 
To give the World an account of this! matter ; it is to be ob- 
ſerved'that the ſupream Government of our Churgh has always 
been in a Nitioral Coutpation Convocation of our-Cleygy ; and 
th:t not only We butevery NationalChurch:hath the ſame pow- 
_ «er ofaltering all Rites and Ceremonies, of abrogatingand mak- 
£ ing 
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RT Co Eccleſiaſtical moppanices, and laſtly of reforming al A- 
bu Corruptiohs crept intq9 the Church ; which the ſu- 
reatn Civil Power hath of altering the Civil 'Conftitutions ; 
thy Fundimental Faws. of Religion preſerved inviolable 
in the one, and of the State. in the other. 
-. The Supream Eccleſiaſtical Power being lodged here,the next 
thing requiſite is a certain Rule and Method according to which, 
Laws were to be paſt by it.; and in the proceedings about the 
Reformation all alterations being made by this Power,and i in this 
Method, it follows that they were all made legally ; and that 
our Churches retrenc ſuch Ceremonies out of the Service 
of God as were judged Uſeleſs, Burdenſome, or rſtitious ; 
and ſuch Opinions as were no part of the Chriſtian Faith,or cor- 


' rupted it, was nb more to make anew Faith'or Church, then to 


to reform Abuſes in the State by A'of Parliament is to \ inake a 
new Kingdom. Nor do they that thus make a Reformation any 
more condemn their Predeceſſors, becauſe they reform what 
was amils in.their time; then Parliament Men condema their 
Anceſtors when they make a new Law. | ' 

I do confels 4» honeſt Man cannot preach againſt the Litaygy;Se- 
craments, or Conſtitution of a Church by wvertue of any ifion 
from it ; and that no Church opght to ares to. Authorize 
her Prieſts or Biſhops to go and preach the Goſpel after their private. 
Sence or Conſcience, in contradittion to her declared Dottvine and 
Waorſbip ; a0 that the Church of England yÞves#.no ar ow | 
brag gt yg hom Nene | the fir Reformers, 

id not aQ as private men in the Church when they 
Mandir but as repreſenting her in her Convocation; rp ok 
Authority. Although therefore the Church of Englend oblige 
private Mea not to contradift herallowed Orders ; yet ſhe doth 
not. bind her ſelf from making ſuch Alteration in a & Cononical 
way, as ſhe ſees convenient, or is convinced to be neceſſary. 

Tf. therefors Mr, M. can «ty that Cramer and his Aﬀociate; 
made the Alterations without palin heres went indecd'b«- 
yoad his Commiſſion from her ; but if The aſſented to all he dud, 
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and t9-this. day, approves the Reformation, how did Crenmer 
condemn that Church from whence he had his Miſſiag ?* -- 
mMoved,wers-xeally Errors and Corruptions, did Crawmey and 
his Aﬀociates-any more, thai what ther Pe obliged to dg 
Te OO EMS PARY |: the very Romes Pontifical in their Or- 
aac ineerpretzrs, conficra. Gination ? Je belongs (faith the Pontifical) 
xe, ordivare, offerre, bapti-. 0 4 Baſbop to judge, to interpret, to ronfſe- 
rg Fikoos porn ST crate, oraain, offer, baptize and confirm. 
ils bas: Did . they do. any more ? This Anſwer 

_ -. he owns, andaſcribes to Burner, pag. 3. The Paſtors 
tis in Bur-. awd Biſpops of the Charch are ordained to inftrutt the 
ot. 2: +. people in the Faith of Teſus Chrift, according to the Seri- 
1 122 1 Proves : and the Natare of their Office is a ſacred Truſt 
that obliges them to this, and therefore if they find Errors aud Cor- 
ruptions in the Church, they are obliged to remove them, and unde- 
£eive the people. Mr. M. would do well to anſwer, on this Sup- 
poſition, Whether they are, or are not obliged ? If they are, 
then they have Miſſion enough to remove, in a legal way, all 
.Copxruptions, even thoſe of their Ordainers, - If they are nor, 
how de.they anſy er the Engagement made in their Orders, to 
teach the people according to the Scriptures ? But Mr.M. waves 
Any. Anſwer.to.this, and in effeft owns it, only he denies or 
\{ſeems:tadeny the Suppoſition ; where he tells us, Cranmet and 
ave.or.tne-Biſbeps prejended Freers and Corraptions, and drove on 
the;Reformatian ag 4inſt the major Vote gf the Eogliſh Biſbeps, Þ. 3. 
zbat.is;he had Power, & Miſſion enough, but abuſed it: and fo to 

os ede HeCamnille of noe muſt 
know whether+be, Corruptions he reformed were real or. pre- 
tedded. For -1f hey, = al; there is nodoubt but he 4s 0h 
liged fo reform. them. nane elle being under a deeper Obtligati- 
on than he. S5:then Mr. M's Queon is out of. doors, Who 
ſent him?.,and a FL ubſtirure jp.e room thereof oh Ht 
Telf; and: deg ther there were, Corriptions in the Dfici- 
pliney Worſhip and Faith of the Churth at that time? or xHe- 
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amiſs yew-he-ought! t& haveldonean'a jeguliy way: Whereis 
if we- believe Mr. M'\hs dvvot on'a Reformation ibainft' the" br tjor 
vote of the Engliſh Biſhops. If by this; hemeaneſtablithi any thing 
without chelr con{tnt, 'tiva rnoſtneroricns falſhobd4 tor in all he 
did, he had the unanimous yote afidiconſentof the major patt of 
whe Convocation; "ths Univerſal ſubmiionbf the Cletaytdtkd'aps 
probation of the People: 'IF they: corplyed '#gainftitheir ©on- 
ſcience, -then by thiswe may ſee how excellently the Maſe Yand 
Confeſſinghad inſtrufted them in the Knowledge and Confeience of 
their Dury 5! when they forrcadily complied with all Alterations. 
Let him try, if he can bring a Proteſtant Convocation to antma- 
nimous repeal of theſerhints by ſach motives.” But if the Clergy in 


_ + National Councel;and thePeople in obedience to thern, or from 


heir owit inclingtionsdid'vomply in earneſt : what anidle Queſti- 
on 46 atk; By what Anthovity Cranmer 'condentried that Chrrth 
js Whom be revejwed bis Milſion and Holy Order'#' When ſhe con- 
erred iry all hedid, and approved, nay, madealtthe Alterations 
#1 her Liturgy, Sacraments; and Conſtitutions that' were made, 
- The trueQueſtiontheref6te is, Whether the Charch of England 
bal full power to 'Refproe: hey' ſelf without the | tonſert "of the Pope ? 
For it 1s into his Supremacy all this Banter of Miſfion, and indeed 
the whole Faith of rhe>Ri#ar Churtch;-as diſtmt'from the Ca- 
tholick is reſolved. If the Church of Exgheaet was not ſubjett to 
the Charch'of Rome, ſhe\had' ſufficient powerto Reform her (cf: 
and the only rr Hh whith' the 4s accountable” to. God, the 
World; atid her SubjeRts, is the GootneP? of the Reformation. If 
that was a good work, 'Crinnter did wAll n 1dviſing, arid ſhe in 
decreeinght:-but if the Etrors removed by theReformation'were 
+xea}, bar only prerended, as Mr. M. would perfwaile us, 
Chewill never\beable Wprove).;Cranpee indeed wa: anfwerable 
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for giving het itl-Councel : bur, ſhe her ſelf. accountable-tor 
the, removal of them, for it was Her AQ. IV agg" Her 'Au- 
thority and Mijſron, though Mr. M. cannot tef it, Page 2. that 
Anno 154.3. the word Sacrament, in the ſence which the Church 
then gave of it, wasreſtrained: to Baptiſny and the Lords Supper ; 
and ſure the, Chyrch of Ergland had Authority cnoughte explain 
her meaning,. by what words (he thought fit," Let -bim ſhew if 
he can, ,.that- there were more Sacraments '( as'ſhe underſtands 
the word Sacrar;ient) ever owned in -the- Catholick Church, 
than thoſe two allowed by her. +— | et x 
_-. Laſtly, to ſhew that it was not Crarmers private Op1n;on 10- 
flnenced the Church; *ris, obſcryable firſt that he had ſeveral 
private Opinions, ( two whereof Mr. M. lays to his charge in 
his Preface.) which were abſolately condemned by the Church, 
9g he contrary eſtabliſhed as her Dodrine, which he. himſelf 
Hizned. fi%4 Ts 1Is Th tn Fat 
., 213.,'That the Biſhops and Clergy of Ezglard had unanimouſly 
entred upon the Buſineſs 'of the Reformation in the time of Crar- 
mer's Predeceflor Arch-Biſhop Warham, Anno 153 x: by the Sub- 
miſhon of the Clergy to the, King, and acknowledging his SUPrey 
macy.- and again Anno 1533, by.:confenting-toan Agagainlt 
Appealsto Rowe, wherein the Nationwas declared to beanentire 
Body within it ſelf with full Power to do Juſticein all Caulſes, 
Spiritual as well as Temporal. And this before Cnarmer was. Arch- 
Biſbop, fo tar was he from-condemning or impoſing on the Church 
from whence he,had his Miſſion. | 41 
. $. 8. The fourth ſet of Queſtions concerning Miſſion is. on 
this head, whether ' a Presbyterian Miniſter having received Orders 
from a Prote/tant Biſtop can by vertne of ſ.ch Orders pronounce the 
Church of England &« , corrugt Churgh,,'or Preach agaieſt her Sacra- 
ments or Liturgy, notwithſtanding her.Cenſyre;s His defign' m this 
Queſtion, is to ſhew that the fiſt Refamers had no more Auiho- 
rity to Preach agaiaſt the Rowiſo, Church,,'thin ſuch a Presbyter 
has to. Preach againſt our Church +, { carrot waderſtand bow 4 
man cir forſake the Church of Eng)and, «1d Preach Precbyterian Do- 
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Brine by vertue of his Proteſtant Miſſion; nor conſequently how any 
Man can juſtifie his P Dodtrive by vert of his Popift' Mif- 


fron. ©<A0þ5 141: 7, 7. 

; a wot 4 Presbyterian, having the ſame Authority of Scrip- 
ture which Cranmer pretended to, Preach againſt the Superſtition of 
the Common Prayery. as well as be againſt the' Tdolatry of the Mais 
pag- 6. and more to the ſame purpoſe, pag. 12. - 

. In Anſwer to this, L will ſhew ficſt, why a Presbyter or Biſhop, 

ought not to Preach againſt the Conſtitution of rhe Church where- 

of he is a Member in contradiction to her Cenſures. And ſecond- 
ly, _—_ was not - A Caſe. L _— 15 

1- APreabyter or Bi tnotto Preac the Con- 
ſtitution of the Church of px or they are Members : Becauſe 
there is 2 Regular way ih which they may endeavoura Reforma- 
tion. If they find any thing amiſs m her Diſcipline or Dodrine, 
they may. make . their Application for redreſs of it to thoſe that 
have power to reforntit 3 bur muſt not prefume being Subjects to 
uſinp their Governors Power : For this is the caſe of private mens 
reforming abuſcs 1n the State in ſpight of the King ; a remedy ge- 
nerally worſe than the diſeaſe. However, in both Caſes private 
men way ſhe for Redrefs, and-in their proper Stations endea- 
vour it. But if ſuch a Biſhop or Preabyrer be Cerfnred and Sul- 

ended, he is thereby diſcharged from the Execution of his OF 

E, and he,tmuſt no more make a Sghiſm to regain it, then one 
mult make a Rebelhon in the State to re-gain a Civil Office. This 
we urge, and [ think with reaſon againſt the Presbyterians and 
other Setts amongſt ns, that enther have no Ordination- or Ap- 
pointment to their Offices from the Church of Fegland and 1re- 
lard, or eMe abuſe the Power againſt her, which was once given 
them by her, and from which they are again legally ſuſpended. 

And as we urge thisagainſt them, ſo likewiſe againſt M. M. and 
his'Party, who without any Miſhon from theſe Churches, do ac- 
cording to'their private fence take a Commiſſion from a Foreign 
Biihop and Church, to Preach againſt the declared Dodtrine of 
that Church, to which by the Law of Chriſt they are —_ 

E -2 hems 
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Them we countthaſe Rebels,who'whent cenfured/andwwondermned 
bywbe)c;own\ Churches and; Govcrnorgirapainitultheknowh 


Laws of our Church, flee from her Tribunal, and appeaFtb Fo-. 


_ reigners, And what Rebels -or - Hereticks twill entrobe  convitked, 
(p-4-23f they may chuſe their a thuſedo? We do not 
deny the Qrders of the Church of Rowe 31we: owh that ſhe/can 
make Prieſts & Biſhopsg batdet Mr, Mcſheiv ahacoche Pope could 
ever givethem Power tg excicile.their 'Offitean theſe Kilipdoths ; 
fiace'it is direQly againſt the ancient Laws and Pradtioe*'obſtrved 
and enacted by our Aficeſtors, and-in-force at; the Reformation. 
If a man like not the, Orderathetefore of. his: own-Church} he 
muſtbe/without Orders, except: he:would boa: Srhifmatick and 
Deſereer, : a A. Þas made blnbfel. * +1 1 3 6 
And this. is (ficient to ſhew. that the Caſe of + the firſt Refor- 
2rs was vaſtly different from the Cafe of the preſent Diſſencers, 
which is the:ſecond thing lam taprove: . The whole ſtrength of 
Mr. M's Paper doth.resjly depend on this Parallel,” and whoever 
reads it, will find)that; the only: :.confiderable Argument he 'pro- 
duce, is, that the firſt: Reformers Miſbon could nor be:good;  be- 
cauſe the Presbyterians have as much to fayfor Theirs And that 
be can find no diflerenceberween theſe two, only that the fri# 
Reformers mere Antherized;b3 4#:of:Parliament. | have heard it 
given. as" the Charactesrorrwit, ' that fc finds'our' the likenels of 
things; whereas it-is the wosk of Judgment to find'out the dif- 
zrences.; Now Mrs M: having (whatever his Jadgment may be.) 
2 great wit, -no.wonder i; he could. find no other difference'be- 
tween, thoſe two Caſes, His Wit conld ferve.him to find the like- 
neſs bexween the Pre-byeriens Caſeiand Outs; but his Judgment 
doth not ſerve him to-find the-Difterence, Now; if hehad been 
very inquifitive; he might have been informed: in'this by 'one of 
the late Londen Caſes, printed for Thomas Baſſett, /nndon x6823. 
and writtcn-purpoſely-ta ſhew:this Difference; and ?tis a 'wonder' 
that Mr. M. whoſe ftudy lay much in Pamphlets, miſt it. 1fhe 
ſaw it, he ought.to have ſhown thoſe » Differences there"aſſigned 
to be none, before he parallell'd the Caſes. Butto help his un-' 
; we derſtanding 
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derſtanding;þwill ſhely three material Differences, beſides that &f” 
mVAtbfPlimentiand beſides thereof the DoArinewhith 
was realty! oithe(Retor ajery ſide; and is onlycprecended bo by 
Diflenters 72 1 17 »> 73 1 SKY 

- 1..tn the condition of the Perſoris that preconded eo! _ 
form." Y 3127? 20 

; on -Inthemanner of eheſyprocveding! AC 46.1 

| .\In the Principles they took: or: theit Rute:” 3 

"neFe there is a'great difference in the- vondinion of 

the = Rinkoraers and the preſent Diffenters-z theſe being'only - 
private perſons, ar the veſt Presbzters over-voted by the'miajor 
part of their Brethren: Whereas the firſt Reformers were Biſhops 
and the chicf Governors of the: Church» who' tiad wOttbAital 
as well as Pathamentary Miſſion, and to which of frictit-it ditl'bez 
long:to-Govern and Reform the Charch, over wha they'were 
made Overſcers by the Holy Ghoſt. Furthermore,” the preſent 
Dilemters.were the [Biſhops $1bje&ts.accomntable t6 thenva® theie 
Snperiops, and liable toibe diſcharged from their Office, and'the 
Benefics of tht> Communion of the Church by their Cenſate : and 
ſo their Separation from their Biſhops is a Schifirl; thar'is,' an 
Eccleſiaſtical Rebellion: Bur the firſt Reformer) were actburit 
able to-np Superior bur Jcſas Chriſt; ; they. were his: —_ 

Vicars,, Not the Pope's 3'and therefore: Gn not be guikty'of any 
Rebel omaganmithim.. © j, 9M +) 

. And as they were'thus different ets Condition, io hb 
were likewife m the manner of their” eas wy $ for the firſt 
Reformers did ſtritly forbid private perſons doing :any thing” ” 
their own Head, -as'mayp be ſetn-by!ithe rh ha 
Feb. 6: Ed.' 6c 4x10 2.:'wnd acoedingy they /munaged-the ole 
matter by publick Authovity via Regular way, according t6the 
ancient Forms. of pathng Laws, and making #lterations'in the 
Church. Whezeas bbth * Precbyterians and- Papiſts;/'vhie'isy alf 
Difienters, proccethajtr thiw' Own Heads in ſpight'of rheit'ls [59 wHith 
Governors. . Let: x Ihdewbjteyſan rake the faine way to emibve 
the pretended” S:perſtition of rhe Common» Prayer- _ that the firſt" 
Re- 
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Reformers' took to remove the -— 6 the Maſs, or let tlie 
| Papiſts take the ſame way to Eſtabliſh the Uk that our firſt Re. 
Sormers took to Aboliſh it, and do i, if they can: But if they 
will make uſeof another way never allowed in the Church, and 
yerpretend eothe ſame Power that the Biſhops of Exglend had, 
he muſt be blind that doth not ſee the vanity of their Pretence, 
Mr.M. obſerves well, That the not confedering this Matter, hath 
brought a world'of Confuſion on theſe Kingdoms, and till the Peopt 
wnderſtind it, we are never like to ſee an end of Religious diſtraFion:; 
(pag: 6.) for while men without ordinary Mzſſron from the Gover: 
nors of a Church, orwithout extraordinary Miſſion teſtified by M- 
 racle, ſhall be received by the-people upon-pretencethey are ſent 
by ia-Foreign Church, - or that the People themſelves can declare 
them-Commiſſionated by Chriſt, which are vhe:pretences of P« 
pifts and Difſentersz what more peace can be hoped for in the 
Church, than in a State where ſich things wete allowed to be 
practiſed > Why may not the Presbyterians refiſt their Lawtul Go: 
vernors, as well as-the Papiſts deny-their. Power, and queſtion 
their Succeſſion, though they have none to oppoſe toit?. . 
The third Difference between the Difſenters Caſe in reſpect of 
UF, and our Caſe in reſpe& of Papiſts,: 4s in the Principles on 
which our firſt Reformers proceeded. ” They did not /pretend at 
be {landers them-in his-Preface #0 j»/tifie-their Separation (for they 
neyer made any _) by the Scriptures only as interpreted by thent 
ſelves,**nat only without, bit againſt the Anthority of the preſent C 
-tholick, Cherch. :For on the contrary, except he mean by the Ca- 
thoelick Church, the particular Chbrch of Rome, and her Adhe- 
rents,the Catholiek Church was for the,Reformers,as they concei- 
-vedgard the greaterpartofviſible Chriftians concurred with them 
in their (ence of Scripture, as to the moſt material controverlics 
:bctween our Church-and Rome. - Bur the true Principles of the 
Retormation were fuch as theſe, That the Catholick Faith onght 
_ -tobe always the ame in all Ages, and could not receive Addi- 
*t20ns or grow by time; that nothing ſhould be an Article of Faith 
- 80-day that-was' not yeſterday 3 and therefore nothing-was to 
- be 
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be reckoned as. Catholick Faith, but what was.reccived' ſeirper,, 
nbique & ab ommibus, according to Vincentivs's Rule 3 and that 
DOWN, Way thus Catholik, but what might be proved by Scrip- 
ture taken in that fence which, hath not been contradicted by 
Cones Fathers. Theſe were the Principles.'of the Reformers 
aith. ' a” | 
And in other things belonging to the Government and Polity of 
the Church,to Rites,Ceremonies, and Liturgies :? [ was their prin- 
ciple, that every National Church was at her own choice,, how 
ſhe would order themz and her Subjects ow*d her Obedience; 
Theſe are truly Catholick Principles founded on a Rock,the word 
of God interpreted by Catholick Tradition, and not on the'pre- 
ſent ſentuments of any party of Men, and are a ſufficient hedge 
againſt Rereſic and Schiſm, ſufficient ro ſecure the. good corref- 
payne of neighbourivg, and the peace of particylar Churches. 
any. one compare this Baſs with that of the Rowar Faith,and 
let him judge which is moſt ſolid: ; whether that which is fonnd- 
ed on the Scriptures as interpreted by all Ages of the Charch, or 
that which has only the Yojce of a part of.the Vigble Church, and 
the greater part again(t it.' Theſe are the two Beſes-of the Refor- 
mation and Popery. Ns 1A 
\. To this Juſtification noSeQary can pretend,and though Luther 
and Calvis, &c. had really this Warrant to reje& the ſaper-addzd 
Articles of the Church of Rowe, yet they differed in this, at leaſt 
{ome of them, that they.did not think it-neceflary to- wait the 
concurrence of their Governors, , but concluded. the majar -part 
of the Peoplcs joyning with them was ſufficient , without regu- 
lar Forms and Proceſs: and whether. that.may.be allowed in any 
caſe I leave, Mr, M. and them:to diſpute, for we arenot concern- 
ed in 1t, and they are of ,tull Age to anſwer for . themſalves,;and - 
he will find they can do it. . . _ +, ._ «- 
Ouly he is not to be pardoned. when he. brings in Socirms an- 
ſwering amongft other Reformers, that be /'reached no new, Do- 
Frine, nor adntiniitred any new Sacrament >, but. only the. } rimitive 
DoFrine, &c. according to the ſence of the ancient Fathers, Pig: 5. 
hs BO NT I _ which 
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Wiidplhinly ſhews: that he knew: nothiriÞ- 6: S)de Ms" 
AR, | i Ba - ons:or\Prihgples, who * poſitively x Opiſ 
vi). £90 priſoo.! thei neceſſity” of Baptiſt; "tic ore 
[frban1tos 022 againſt 'beitig judged! by THaf"" ceth A 
£/ heions Pol thers' or the'Prichitive ChrrchHave giy 
u jeki Claff. 7. Arg. 5. 
of Scriptures. | 
.  Thels are. ſafficientto ſhew the vaſt "diffrerige between he 
pretences of the preſent Difſenters, *#yd "the Fn of bur Re 
formation. Ard rhat the Argumefithe draws fron the Opli; gariog 
in Ordinationlaid on » Argument out” Chirch, to iriſt 
the Do@rin? and Shtrametts us this Chirch a4 Realnt Blot Peceiv 
the ſamt 'accordine *to' the' Commntdment s of Goa, pag, x: isof td 
force againſt the firſt Reformers 3 'thongh ir obliged Mr.M.not rd 
deſett- ofr- Church ; -and'the Nonconformiſts not 'to preach! i 
contradidtiowto her declared Doftrine and Worſhip.” 
- :$.:9. And/foT'proreed- to'his fifth Query : Whether 'aw 74 
Parliament mm France, Spain, or Gerthany, be not as good an Autbs. 
rity for Popery there, as in England for Proteſtanty> | _ 
{78 ſuppoſe'by-an- Att of Parliament, he tneans the Laws'enafted 
eogldrdy by theSupream Powers of thoſe Nations (which heig- 
norantly expreſſes by an Adt of Parliament) and'to this t anfiver, 
Tharit any Religion is to be eſtab 'in any Kingdom'by cen» 
poral Rewards of Puniſhments, toenconrage the Ghedjs, a 
rterrifie the difobedtent;the ſupreati'Powersof every Nation © 
can hifveftabliſh that Religion;8 they themſelyes-are ſole Jud 
with what tefiporal/ Rewards and'Punifhments, and how far 
will eſtabliſh it : and they are Opn onl to God for he 
aQingsherein. If therefore the m Civil Governmentin 
France or Spain ſet up Popery, a Marr mut firbmit to it, or butt 
_ foritZif the Law be ſo: and fuck afaw, chough 1 It Is ; unjuſt, | 
as forcible for a talſeReligion ag a true: : 
But there is another way of” Phang a Religion; -and that 
by convincing Mens Mmds that the Religion 15true;' and that, 
according- as men cordially! embrace it, the ſhall be ſecnred 
bark whe Divine Favour; and be happy in the next World: Aud 
thi 
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'often more mduſtrious to 
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thi'Be ſh. onch Religiott' of "which they are {6 cotivitic 
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cre themieh into | [ 
4d'Go who artto id in 


ns to. theſe, ——_ appointed, a due e&robe 
as Ment vale the Rewards or Putifſhiments of the next life. 
ow tot joor x cir ' cannot think an” A@ of the, Civil Goyer: 
gt þ1 ſufficient Commiſſion for afty one to thderta whe 
Paſtor, any mere than-an Aﬀ o 
ax! Pairs fufficient to' "capacitate and comma ith X 4 
farfto' diſc - Civil Fun&ion : and therfore Mr, M. | aro 
very-unneceſfarily againſt theParfiaments P; ti to bo Perle 
3: fince the 29} our 

wer to the Civil Nl Cove os s T6 
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my ain wel | 
Takes an A Wa 
TV CET And, there 
ED oft oy 4 Retigion 
es and the Metttods r "which i it is ſettled 2 
but likewiſe itisneeeflary that the'K op rrue init ſelf: and 
therefore a manmuſt examine whether the Chriſtian np be 
more'pnrely &'traly t'& eſtabliſhed in Zg/ard,or in 
Hefore heeither 652 brace the one or the Tote For a Tet 
Religion tral hs ax fertletments that a tric can have 
conſcious bf its weakneſs, are 


ke the accitiental ecurity the ſtron- 
ger. And I do affirar thar there isnot ohe' A in this Paper 


nrged by Mr. rpg Proteſtints, brit might with equaladvan- 


tage be Urged metati; nut ondi7 againft convert Chriſtians in a Ma- 


hometan :& this aforte RE to ſhew then all tobe 


uUncon- 


E 34 3 
unconcluſi ve. The way therefore far Eo als manta be ſatisfied m 


his Reli Woke Þ is in, = ipe..\s, oe paina accidental advan; 
13862 0 It,; and chu Rida FR ſons to recommend 
i fo [atmo ooghrchp bars y his Religion, and not - 


Is Ra 1g10 
og Hy in vor Gurc be 0 Judge to je Fr who have : the 
rg a of Scripture,- Roman Catholicks or Proteſtants , whether 
the VA k ſerve be not _as good a5 the Proteſtants ? (Pref. p, 3. 
were A | ſufficient Anſwer tg this, to put another caſe hke1 it to 
in the perſon of a Twrk: And it is this, in caſe there is no. Jud ie 
to determine ( as I know ef none, . ſaith the Turk) which is 
Word ,of God, the, Bible, or the Alchoraz., Why ſhould not the 
Aficmation gf us F ns Mules, ( who are D334 to youch. to th 
deat or ee ar,,and, are twicethe number of you Chr; 
a). pes as prope Rhborſty for Men to believe the Alchorar came 
| ], as your vouching for ie} was wag ha is ſufficient to per- 
Frakes men'to believe, tha, Je” ork 
I do not love to (hi a Cd, therefore tell-hi 
that _ ſence put by. om Catholioks on the Scriptures: nIt 
good as the ſence putionthem by the Proteſtants. If it were, - wa 
would nat be afraid to put ir to the World, and let every perſon 
that isequally £6 pode, udge for himſelf : but they had rather 
appeal to themſelvegas Jodges,amd then then they. are ſure of the cauſe. 
- But then he tells us,. bus he could never underitand what. Hinge 
Spirit, or agreement in Faith Chriftians are liks to. have (page-3 
"upon theſe Principles. - 
 _ Towhich I Anſwer, , more than they. have now. IF National 
Churches were left to be govern'd by rhemſe]ves, & the Subjets 
-ofcach Church bound toadhere tq.their immediate Governors in 
all quarrels with neighbouring Churches, thoſe contentions muſt 
"ooh come to an-end, as the quarrel between St.Cyprian & Stephers 
'did.. For when the Governours of differing Churches find that 
they cannot t urt one. another, or advantage themſelves by. de- 
"mal of Communion, ( as it muſt, be when, the one Church doth 
not raiſe a FaHtion to fide with it in the other) the, quarrel _ 
| 001 
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peſter Chriſtendom, Which''are , | 
Faith; And teTH have atiſweted a} 0) Onto ns, and conſider- 
A he” thi 


ed all the Replies he'madeto' theſe mfelf* was plea- 
th - urn, which 'wers tlie to firſcthings! undertook on 
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«- $206 ſhalfin thethitd lacs! conſider the objettions he makes 
inſt the Refortners asto their Lives and Principles. If Thad a 

ain to-ſhuffle' as he does, I would anſwer with him, page 13- 
He for thi'ill pratFice of ſome, and the il Opinions of other Refor- 
mers, which Papiſts are wont to charge upon the Reformation, I paſs 
them over at n0 Argument at ell. In our Articles and Canons ar wr 

prejudiced Reader ſhall find nothing but what ii Judicions and' pious 
Bur his ſlanders are ſo malicious that chiey,« ot tit not to be Fol - 
over without —_ ES - av _—_ alas —_ 


Firſt: therefore 'A Somerſet ahd * \ Paz,” 
erand Reformer , A es Som y pi 


4k” bcroie Dal, we merged th = - 
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pervert t. defign 'to' ek os ara 
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is tO 7 ho cones nth Pop 


nets Twashefirſt pete pes per 

even Tithes to Lay-meti, to tſelefs" and eh 
it washethar by making; a Trade bf St 
off men's Veneranion for Holy thiti 
lieve that Eſtates were as well b on Th: Kel 
po >» |” Whoever reads on 
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» {* 12. But he'proceeds and _—_— again Cranmeys 0} bis 
Ophnions, 2. his TN 3. his.1+ #7. apes 4» his Motos Queer 


Katherine, 5. his Deſtroying Relig 5a ouſes, honging wp poor 
APtoths 6. Sl Fr People 4 add pr \ apy Lights, nd; 7. A8 
2 : Confuf "that hve f; UCE: T5 Lode upon: ney 
Hreat Britaln, | 
bv Logon « 5 ; Opinions 1n his "2904 Mr. M: Objefteta bim; 
oi he the Serigtures bans Fong nopmcany to e. Pried# 
f ly Appoint then.,that the power. of Excom+ 
0m £4 the Laws, of the aud = : -but he dotb 
renner did only... hu _— theſe; and 


nes As s may be meagre y ; his Subſcyyption:y 
x information 2, cetratted them, as.appears liy his 
= on;to the fp ye - t looks 


al mo ogra 
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Depofing Hewry 3H, poker pr their Alt 
legianet: by: Rauldif, Eh having confounded the 
no-wander cauld.not:on a {wnbfiet 
exaſilycro-lfeciche bmines! qr af Gr@mbr, 
Popes uluxpation; did COR RNS I —_— 
the Princes) 09) jhithnyeonoonil thoughty, fading himelf full 
 gelartn up arm emer and joyned with the reſtin fabferibing 
the pyblick Nofihedircttly gontrary-tochis former private Opt 
no iB Buonetta fie alamnog Ee hank ['" 1-30 "I 
hereas —_— the _—_ of Mr. urchwas: tas 
znErtor'as ia ich thee. _ an 
neither He nor His ra have retratted it wag ox i 
the-Warld 5 Ethe: Diſcretioncof this Man, who: forfakes a 
Chuch; ay 7 thekieformerthadenodd inion,which 
he Retraftedy quditflablitiied the>contraty rin the Church ;.;and 
yet joyny witha.Cliurelrs, whoſe Head:'at the ſame. time'profet 
jon: unpoſediaq) Gieat. an Erpat, ng Ro ends IS ae; 
a bm 140be?, SEE (UI %!A Si , 
prnceny The Goond Objedion! |; 
fm ern war the r he 
t piit-him.t6-tharftar for his werexmalt guilty : 
kt Mr, M. ſay, whether he be mgryts canſtancy in his new 
ets >) thathe would be conterted tobe A 'Villain, if 
fear of Death ſhould anake. him diflert it 5 and ther why ſhoutd 
nothe allow to humarie frailty 24 4l{14 2 or 4 
third place,that Craneter fab eribett 
' bis Lavful' Princeſe : But whoever - 
he was brought with greater dif- 
© dctiver EaxdluGony, and-not till after 
.Þri mane won Judges had: it 5. 
is: of Law: in: which he -was not 
Mr. M. takes the li ty to queſtion Queen E/izebeth's Title, and. 
{ure t-was..1\d greater fault uw Crazmer toqueſtion Queert Mary! s. 
after the Opinion of the Judges given agaikſthen, There js 
5 po between Rebellion againſt aKing of uadoabeed _ 
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on x ſide where the Title is*real)y doubtful, 
The firſt is @Yreat wickednefs, and the laſt a great-infelicity. 1729 
+: $« 46. Hb N= hl» Obje&ion is the! Divorcing Katherine 
it was tiot only ;Cravever's Opinion} bur the Opinion of!: 

kcearned: Men in p-Lacdy that her Marriage tothe King was-nnl 
nar WoWK or — emarth Mr. M. —_—_— hers Cranmer wat 
mt t when he and a Biſhops gland (0 K, 
The ce was firſt raiſed in the King by the Ariba 571mg of 
Hhotw , and further confirmed by thoſe of Fanebefore any' in 
 erigue-with-Hnne Boleyoe: | 3 


6. IO His fifth. Objettion is diſotoing Retigions H rand 
Hevging: ap the: Abbots.” ef 


\ Asto his: diflolving Religious Houſes, if kis:Councel had bee 
taken, !10had'turnedito'the'ad Religion: and the King! 
dom,: and [-4ornor find:thar: euhethaveloſt! by ic as it is; 7! As 
for bis Hanging, npthe Abbots, this'is one of Sirder's lyes tran; 

cribed | by . Heylin,/ in his:Hiſtorsy; : who 26lls Ws 


and being:engaged 


b5 "a P35 of the Bacecuring of wn Abbots and other 
WT E FamnerforGinin fefnefis ot old 
je) > br oppoſing: the anger: = no wry b 


-2//Who'! 6h the Abbots: were iat- 


ad An. . 1533 hr tainted neither. he Lars __ 
v. Hae ' downright aQual RK Kean atv" ea 


Shall ke Sovereign, or SE et Song he 
$. 17. Sixthly, His ſetting vw: after 'wew Lights5 
that 1 oy G Wann. Mol ws. urs "Ftheix "Eyes and Ears, arid did 
not think Ignorance the Mother of Devotion, or that Peoples De> 
votion or Religion' was:more acceptable to i God, becauſe by, 
did.notunderſtand;icz of aty other ſetting Þ cople v madding af: 
terNew Lights, Craumer hever was Guilty: : And thus Chriſtiani 
ſet the World near 1700 years ago 4 ——_—_ and Was — 
by: the Heathen for it. | - 
Fry 48; 5 Kaas he object, laſtly, That pep ond == were 
Ring ns af: all that C, [3 as ſence 
Co dut onthe Sluzeof Sues ap " 13G2 nk Fo 
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if ine: by {rhe | of 18,t is ante pant 
Tires fince > Fe - Sn 
©, pr apy ao KG. red time before, ne 
moſt 


bop Acre, that, et HAS? een in 
England for Ar haps of atleaſt, 80 years, in which. it, Was, Car 
ried to the higheſt itch of rr that ever it reached. 
_ And beſides allt 1s; a onfaſfions and- Miſchief that hap- © 
pened ſince in theſe Kingdoms proceeged a_ from other 
nds. Pray, were Cranm and Cromwel the R xc: leaders of J- 


rone's, Wars?, and of. the Nellzers of Se Proteſtants iny1641 ? 
which, were the greateſt Canfuſions jn Trelend fince, = e re 
tion.” Were big) the Ringleaders of four Real 
Eightb's time >, of the Four in Bene ENT ON | 

d Pl pr in Queen eths 8 ele were 2:46 


lefs ſorye of the Confulionsſince on the SHOgE 6 of Britain. : . 
' Bat a great many Sedts have iſen, F_whi Co 
was the occaſiog Lyra M1 ;£ 
any work e caule of ay as. many, a Fas Loos, 
abuſed. 'Bur it Ju to be* Re +. that thy Sea thap apeea 
the Gap, ef RO_ all t : e reſt __ P : ad, CID 5 
among us by t Emillarics OL Itooye. S e dge, 
and (hewed oh way of Pen, ot hg only.1 ; 
and tranſcribed. their Pragtices: Principl Ks 
might"a<well teach m men y (Fs 20g own Authorizy, Fa og 
Commiſſion ; and it is like, that ſuch as fayour, them 
them © 0. at firſt, purpoſgly. to make. them'a Clog anhOaptie 
ns Afbeemiationt 4, : fy 2! 
| Ae Fi we as own Papifhs | have to Df 2 Thar 
lnor ce and the Inqinliti Hg na ſyporanee 
be ina es Pocer all things are fob, LEED WI 
tle and ftir among men, whyle the Sun, 5p 
And for the Inquiſition It 5 the FE 7 1 - do G7ackk, Frith 


to beat (down Hereſie., and defend =. Wentcs 21; An 1558+ 
ftolick See 5 if we believe Paul the 6. ms ; 
at 
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Bat we beg his Holineſs Pardon; we Had rath 


x ſffer Fry: 


ty, if they's re more, thanl adit reficſe Lens 
ON LEE 
my Sealy lon 


ons'm keep nor 

artd preſerye Unior amongſt ſnfidels, ' 

"er II" aber w—_ Or MR —— lio-es 4 —_ 
f } Tit wn, H'A Pp. ir : 


$. x2! ND D now [come to the. ſecond Point, wherein Mr. M 
ES diffatified, WIS he tells us, "Was. the iPaxt 4 


I” GH 1doks tike Reafon on this Head, 'that- & q 
farde wo find oor what beim ends for Argument init 3 than to 
anſwer it. T willdo him Juſtice, and confider eyen that little he 

bark. Andrhat ine ed gd, 

1.1 will lay down the Do& Ihe Chibi colors 
Kitow How tir the d it'veceffary, and how: far expedi- 
a Aly; rom whence i will eget 'that Confeſſianis not 


by "19M conider wha he laeprodiiced ini its neceſ- 


Ea dns 


; times diſcoirſed with ant Minitte 
Proteſtant Biſhops, about this matter ; and was 
Ir, bo # Now let us, fi I 


neceſſary to be. kandlet {Prank bs 
FS 


| | the wo Rag Cette re Aha 
the Church of Rome, fince her private DoQors differ as much a- 
bout it. Some of which fay;that the Prieſt ought to take the Peni- 
tents word, and grint bitp  Abſolution 3 although he do not be- 
lieve his Profefſion'of Repemance to be fincere. Others hold, 
that the Confeſſor onght to be ſatisfied of the Penitentsſincericy 
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[ 41] 
before he abſolve him. Some fay Attrition with Abſolution is 
ſufficient to obrain Remifſion of Sins; others ſay Contrition' is 
neceliary; which is as material a difference as almoſt can be. 
Many ſucl1 differences there are amongſt them, and the one par- 
ty accuſes the other of Hereſic for their differing Opinions; and 
yet it ſeerns this want of Harmony among(t the Roman Doors 
and Biſhops did not hinder Mr. M.trom embracing their Religion. 
It was therefore very partially done to leave Our Church tar a 
pretended difference amongſt our Doctors : For lt us take the 
Difference as he repreſents it, and it is really no more. Sorie 
ſaid 'twas a thing allowed by the Church of England as very expe 
dient-in ſome Caſes but no matter of neceſſity; others thought: it but a 
Picklock of Secrets, and a matter of ill conſequence. Methinks there 
is avery, good Harmony between theſe, and that the fame -Men 
might have faid both - at leaſt the Opinions gre eafily reconciled, 
ſince both agree that in all caſes it 75 no matter of neceſſity ; and 
neither deny, that in ſome caſes it is very expedient : Notwithe 
ſtanding which it may be in other caſes, but a Pick-lock of Secrets, 
and matter. of ill conſequence. Where is the diſagreement or con- 
tradition between theſe two? Torgive Mr. 2.back one of his 
own Arguments, for my part 4 do not underſtand it. 

$ 2. I have read a great many Proteſtant Books, and conſul- 
ted both Divines and Biſhops; and do- profeſs chat [ have tound 
them very well agreed in theſe things. 

Firſt, That every Sinner ought to be heartily ſenſible of every 


. Sin he has committed,an-l acknowledge it beforeGod with ſhame 


and forrow ; and that he can expeCt no Pardon from God till he 
aftually abhor and forſ{ike. the Sin. Wherever: Confeſſion: is 
mentioned in Scripture, , it-is.to be underſtood of this: kind: of 
Canfelſſjon ;- except the Circumſtances manifeſtly. determine the 
ſence otherwiſe: This Confeilion alone was ſufficient ta obtain 
Remiſſion of Sins under the Old Law, Flat 3%. F+ »Exthbet Au- 
ricular Confeflion;to a Prieſt.-.; - 
. © 2.1t is neceſſary. 16 Confeſsand acknowledge ſuch Lins as in- 
ns our.Neigtibours, not only to God,but likewiſe to the injured 
- G perſon 


| [4] | 
perſon ; where that Conteſfion may be an Advantage or Satis- 
faction to him, Reſtirution muſt alſo go along with Confeflion 
if it be poſſible: If rhe injured perſon, or they who have a ricle 
ro whar was his, are not to be. found; the Reſtitution is to be 
made to God for foine Charitable uſe, according to the advice 
of the Prieſt. This cafe is thus determined by. God himſelf, Lev. 
6. Numb. 5. and by Our Church in her Exhortation to the Com- 
munion. | 
| 3. Where a Sin is notorious or publick, in as much as the 
Church is injured by it, and the Fatt falls under her Cognizance 
and Juriſdiction, ſhe may calf the Sinner to an account, oblige. 
him to make publick Confeffion of his Guilt, and to fubmit ro 
fuch Dilſciplineas ſhe judges moſt probable to reform him. Her 
Sentence of Abſolution isneceſfary to a perſon thus called to an 
account by her, where it may be had ; neithercan he be abſolved 
from his Sin withour fubmitting to her Orders. This appears to 
be the ſence of our Church, from the Rubrick to the Commus- 
aion and 3 3. Article. F:0 | 
4 Where theee is ary doubt or ſcreple ira Man's mind con- 
cerning the nature of an Aﬀion, whether itbe good or evil ; 
eoncerning his own Repentance, whether it be ſincere and ſuffi 
eient - oriconcerning the means and way' to attain to this true 
Repentance: In thefe and'the like cafes the Sinner is obliged ro 
repair to his Spiritual Guidefor his Reſolution, Counſl'and Di- 
 redtion; Thisiscommanded by Our Church in the Exhortation: 
vhat gives warning for the Communion. | 
' 5. Where the fence of Guilt lyes heavy on the Conſcience of a 
Sinner, fo that there is danger of his being ſwallowed up by too 
much Grief; he who finds his Spirit thus wounded is required to- 
have recourſe to his Spiritual Phyſician; that 5y the Miniſtry of 
Gods- word, 'he 'may- receive the benefit of Abſolution, As Our 
Church hasexpreſt itin herExhortation, whoſe words Mr. M. has 
corrupted (that he might find an occaſion to cavil, firſt by alled 
ing this Proviſs as hers inthe matter of Confeflion; if a Mar Z 
troubled with any doubts or ſcruplts ; whereas ſhe uſes no fuch 
i words, 
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words ; either her Offce for Communion, or Viſrtation of 
the Sick: which are the two places he alledges for them. And 
Secondly, by kaving out theſe words, &«t if any one reguires far- 
ther comfort or counſel, m this following Sentence ; If there be any 
of you, who by this means cannot qniet his own Conſcience herein, but 
requires farther comfort or counfel : let him come tome, or ſome 
other diſcreet and learned Miniſter, and open his grief. Where the 
words he has left out make her ſence plain, that ſhe requires men 
to come to a Prieſt, not only in caſes of Scruples and Doubts, 
but likewiſe of Grief for the fence of Guilt : and thar ſhe pro- 
poſes Advice and Connfel as a remedy for the one, and Abſoluti- 
on as2 remedy for. the other. Which clearly deſtroys Mr. M's 
ſurmiſe;. as if Confeffox in our Church were for nozbing elſe but to 
be reſolved m our Seraples and Doubts. | | 

6. Confclfion to x Prieſt, even of ſecret Sins, is counted. with 
n5an att of Mortification, and of great uſes in. moft caſes : as ir 
is ofgreat uſe and ſafety to confult a Phyſician at any rime when 
one finds himſelf ſick : this is preſcribed by the 197h Canon of 
the Chutch of Fre/axd. Tt is counted a great Wickednelſs for the 
Prieſt to reveal any fuch Confeſſion. And it is forbidden axder 
the pain of irregularity, by the 64. Canon. $i 

1, '[t-isnot neceſſary by any Divine Command, that a man 
ſhould diſcover every Sin to a Prieſt, though he may be had, any 
more than it'is tttceffary every time aman is fick to ſend for a 
Phyſician. And therefore Auricular Confeſſion is not the only 
way for obtaining Pardon of Sins committed after Baptiſm. 

From theſe things, in which our Biſhops and Divines are all a- 
greed, though Mr. 24. ſlanders them for want of harmoxy, it ap» 
pears, thar neither publick nor private Confeſſion is wanting in 
our Church, and it can no more, be ſaid that Confeſſion to a 
Prieſt is wanting in her, becauſe ſhe doth not oblige all People 
to it under penalty of Damnation, then a City canbe ſaid to 
want Water, where the Fountains are full and open,only becauſe 
Men are not obliged under pain of Death to uſe them. 

If therefore Mg. 21, means any _ when he profeſles himſelf 
2 


dif: 
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diſſatisfied with the want of Confeſſion to a Prieſt ; he muſt mean, 
the want of a Law tooblige all men who hope for pardon of any 
ſin, to confeſs it in particular to the Prieſt, and receive his Ab- 
folution for it. We muſt own that we have no ſuch Law. in our 

"Church. Bur the reaſon of that want is, becauſe neither Chrit 
- nor his Apoſtles left us any ſuch. | 
$ 3. It was incumbent on him, before he left our Church on 
- that account, to produce this Law, and ſhew Confellion to'be 0- 
th:rwiſe neceſſary than is taught and practiſed by her. Let us 


us therefore examine what he has ſaid on. this head. ,. ; 1 
Andhere the only thing produced by him for the neceſſity of 
Confeſſion to a Prieſt, which looks like an Argument, is contain- 
ed in theſe words. p: 7. If we confeſs our Sins, God is faithful aud 
juſt to forgiv? us our Sins, ſaith St. Fobn. Faithful and Juſt, to what? 
even to his own promiſe which he hath thrice repeated in the Goſpel ; 
whoſeſoever Sins ye remit, they are remitted unto them ; but other 
promiſe that he will do it without the Miniſtry of his Prieſts, we read 
not in the New Teſtameyt. | | 
_ In anſwer to this Argument, I will ſhew, x. That the words 
If we confeſs our Sins, do not concern; Confeſſion to a Prieſt. 
2. When God is faid to be Faithful and Fuſt, it doth not particu- 
larly reſpe& that promiſe, John 20. 23. Wheſeſoever fins ye. remit, 
they are remitted unto them.. 3. If it did reſpe this Promiſe, and 
the Miniſtry of a Prieſt were granted to be abſolutely neceſſary to 
| the pardon of Sins z , yet it would not follow that Auricular Con- 
feſſion were neceflary. | 
$ 4. Firſt, the words of St. Fohn x Ep. 1. 9. 1f we confeſs our fins, 
do not concern Confeſſion to a Prieſt : but were deſigned by 
the Apoſtle to oblige every man to acknowledge and confeſs that 
he is a ſinner, and that he needs Repentance and the Blood of 
Chriſt for his falvation ; which will appear from the occaſion and 
circumſtances of this place. I think it is agreed that St. John 
wrote theſe words in oppoſition to the Diſci- 
ples of Simon Magus, who taught, as St. Irenzus 
informs us, that ſuch as were perfeft among them, 
and 


$t. Iren, lib. 1: cap-1, 
PÞ. 29. Paris 15979» 


[45] 


and had that Principle: they. called $4/r and Light could not {urt; 
Not but.that they were guilty of the greateſt wllanies: but they 
reckoned nothing in themtelves ſin, becauſe they walked in Zight 
and Truth, while the reſt of the world were in Darkn-/5, as they 
pretended. In. oppoſition to theſe, St. Fobr ſhews us, v. 8. that 
if we pretend thusto be without /», we deceive our ſe'ves, and the 
truth is not in us, but if we own and acknowledge our ſins, and 
heartily endeavour to avoid tizxm ; then the Blood of Chriſt 
cleanſes us from all ſin, according to Gods promiſe, who gave his 
ouly begotten Son, that, whaſoever believes, in him ' might uot periſh. 
It is plain, from ver(. x0.that ſuchas refuſed to- confeſs their ſins, 
according to. St. John, made God a lyar.. Now this is litterally 
true of thoſe who deny that they are ſinners, as thoſe Hereticks 
did : but to deny. the neceſſity ot a particular enumeration of 
ſins to a Prieſt, doth no ways impeach Gods truth: and therefore 
the Confeſſion required by theſe words, if.we\ confeſs our fins 15 
- not Auricular. x | 
This is farther manifeſt from the ancient Fathers of the Church, 
oo T7 of which underſtand theſe words of: Confefſion to 2 
rieſt, | a4 tnntt vt 
St. Auguſtine has written a Comment on this Epiſtle,and he'thus 
explains this place. If thou confeſs that thou 
art a fymer , the truth is in thee peccatorem, eft in te veritas. 
Tell men what thou art F tell God what _ - ——_ - dic howiny 
art. 1f. thou tell not God what thou art, God- ga men 
py open iy ere ae LLe 
wouldſt not that he ſhould damn , condemn TT Traft. 1. in 1. Ep- 
thou, _ | 
© Occumenius refers this, whole paſſage -to:the Jews.n idf.me: who 
* ſaid his Blood be.ou us; and on-onr, Children,” S465 1s Dewi? 
ſhould impudently ſay that we have not firuned, ' + - 
we deceive our ſelugs —— but if we acknowledge and confeſs this fin, 
he will forgive us. Which: ſufficiently ſhews, that by. confeſling 


Ergo fi te confefſus fueris 


_ -* ourſinshere, is meant the acknowledging our ſelves. to be f1n- 


ners, in oppoſition to thoſe who plead innocency :.And that ns 


- 
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has no relation to a particular Confeſſion of Sins to a Prieſt. 

SeR.'5. But 2. When God is faid to be Faithful and Fuft, it 
doth nor particularly-reſpe&t that Promiſe, John 2o. 2 3, Whoſe 
Sins Jou remit they are remitted; which is ſufficiently proved 
from this Argument that no agcient interpreter has thus applyed 

£% them; but on the contrary have referred them 
to other Promiſes. Thus St. Cyprian refers them 
to that Petition in the Lords Prayer, Forgive us 
our Treſpaſſes, and interprets Confelling in Se. Fobx by this Peti- 
tionin the \Prayer; to which he ſaith, Forgiveneſs is-promifed,; 
Sr. John therefore ſaith, that God who keeps his Promiſe is. faith- 
fal to forgive Sins, becauſe he who hath taught ws to pray for our 
ſms, hath promiſed, that his Fatherly Mercy and Pardon ſhall fallow. 

The Roman Gloſs faith, Ged 7s faithfal, who promiſed Grace. to 
tbe huneble. Gus 

\ + © Ovcumenius refers this to Haiah 43. 26, Where 
OE) _— according to the Septuagint : vor the the words 
are,te2 rhy fins firſt, that thou mayeſt be juſtified. Which is uſher- 
<d in 'with'that promiſe, v. 25. /, even I am he, that blotteth out 
thy Tranſgreſſions for mine own ſake, and will not remember thy 

ws i-* - 

Lyra ſaith, God is farthful to forgive us our Sins, becauſe. he 
pres fo, Mart. 3. 2. Repent _ye for the Kingdom vf 'God is at 
hand. $ ; "bg 

Yau ſee that the ancient Interpreters could find other Promi- 
ſes both in the Old andNew Teſtament, which obliged God to 
forgive Sins before Auricular Confeſſion is pretended to be inſti- 
tuted ; and not one of them dreamed that St. John had relation 
to that promiſe; beſide which 'Mr, 2. affirms there is not. ano» 
ther in the New Teſtament, - How will hereconcife this to his 
profeſſion of Faith,in which he promiſes never to interpret Scrip- 
ture, but according to the unanimous conſent of the Fathers - 
When there is not one Father to vouch his ſence of this place, 
and ſeveral againſt him. ” : ark 

- $6. But 3. Suppoſe,that confequence followed from this place 


which 


* 
$:; Cyprian de orat. 
dom. p. 149. Oxon. 
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which he infcrs that God will nat remit Sins under thenew Teſta- 
ment, without the Miniſtry of his Prieſts : Yet it would not follow 
that Auricular Confeſlion isneceflary ; becauſe under the old Law 
the Sins of the People were not pardoned without the Miniſtry 
of Gods Prieſts, and yet it is conteſl:d that Auricular Conteſlion 
was not then inſtituted. Beſides if the Miniſtry of the Prieſt be 
neceſhry, why ſhould that be underſtood rather of their private 
than publick Miniftry 2 And laſtly, their Miniſtry may be ne- 
ceſlary on other accounts than hearing Confeſſions and pronouns 
cing Abſolutions. Thus Occumenius makes the For- SPY 
giveneſs of Sins here promiſed to be that Remiſſion ID? 
which is obtained in- Baptiſm. 7herefore (ſaith he) God doth cer- 
tainiy remit Sims to them that come to his holy Baptiſm, : 
St. Chry/oftome, who wrote his Books De Sacerdotio, SCnmrnh2e 
p y to magniſie the Pricſts Office, interprers _ 

the promiſe in St. Fohn 20.23. by the power of admitting to- 
Baptiſm, and the Lords Supper : together with the Prieſts Inter- 
eetfion and Prayegs for Sinners; but he ſays. not one word of 


_ the remitting by an Abſolutionor Judicial Sentence... Whoſo- 


ever kaows- St. Chrifeſtom, maſt own that if he had knowa gr be+- 
lieved fuch a magnificent power. in the Prieſts, he wou'd never 
have omittedit,in Books written deſignedly to megnikie their Of- 
fice. 'T. conctude therefore: that although the Miniſtry of the: 
Priefts under the Goſpel is neceſſary to the pardon. of the'Pca- 
ples Sins; Yer that Miniſtry may-confiſt in the uſe of their Di- 
rections, Prayers, Interceilion,: and Sacraments; and 1, believe: 
Mr. 2. will hardly be able to ſhew any other way of Abſolutioa 
St Cyprian denies that Prieſts pro- , peccatorom conſeqpantur, ſed. ue 
mt forgiveSins; becauſe allthat 74m conerratiur, & doming plenies 
they candoiv to put menina way ſatixfacere cogantar, Cyyries..Ep. 75, 
tobe forgiven. Þ- 219. Oxon. 
Seft. 7, Theſecond thing Mr. 74. intends for an Argument in 
favour of Confeflion,. is what he alledges, p. 7. that Confeſſion is- 
approved: and frequented by all the Chriſtian World,except the Peo- 


pe 
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ple of our Iſlands, and ſome few others that call themſelves reform: 
ed; and further p.8. that it was ever heard of in the Catholick 
Church that Chriſtians may receive the communion of Chriſts Body 
and Blood without a previous confeſſion and Abſolution, Which if 
true, proves this Doctrine to be Catholick both 28,20 time and 
place ; -but the beſt of it is, that we are nor bound to take his 
word. Andthat upon Examination this will be found falfe in both 
the parts of \ it.+ For neither do all'other Chriſtians beſide the 
Reformed frequent'and approve Auricular: Confeſſion otherwiſe 
than-our Church doth: Nor is-it any-new thing in the Catho- 
lick Church for Men to come to the Communion without pri- 
vate Confeſlion and Abſolution by a Prieſt. 

The . whole Greek Church denies Auricular Confeſſion to 
be of divine Right, pretending it onlyto be a pofitive and Fc- 
clefraſtical conſtitution: And they give the Communion to Laicks both 
in health and ſickneſs, though they have not before confeſt therr Sins 
to a Prieſt ; and that becanſe they are perſwaded that Confeſſion is Ar- 
bitrary and that Faith is the only and true preparative for receiving 
the Eathariſt. So Father Simoniſhews from Caucas YVenetusin his 
Religion'and Cuſtoms of the EaſtermrNations,p.8. Lond. Ed.1685. 
and he owns that Caucus has afſerted nothing as to that point which 
zloth not agree to the real belief of the Greeks, p. 13, 

'2" Of the Chriſtiansof St. Thomas#n dia, he relates from Mene- 

ſes; that they abominate Auricular Confeſſion, p: 94. And though be 
pretendsthis to be an abuſe introducetinto that Church,p.toz. yet 

he' produces nothing but his own conjecture to prove itſo, and 
acknowledges, that moſt in the Eaſt think not themſelves obliged 

to it by. Divine:Right: and conſequently it may either be 3, 2 

laid aſide as the Church thinks convenient... We' learn. the fame 

pe eas . from theGloſs of their own Canon Law; where 

Cenge : D Jugs we are told,that Confeſſion to a Prieſt is better ſaid 

to be inſtituted by a certain Tradition of i the uni- 

venfal iChurch, then from the Authority of the Oldiof new Teſta- 
mA." This' Tradition of the Church obliges as a Command,caud 
therefore with us (he means the Church of Rome) Confeſſion of mor- 
tal 
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: | But gs wot neceſſary with the' Greeks, betauſe 
they' have no. ſuch Tradition; Here isa Tradition pretended-of 


the Univerſal Church, rand yet an acknowledgment, thatrat leaſt 
one half of that Churctrhas no-fuch Tradition: which 45:25. good 
. ence as Roman Carbolick.; ' However:I take this to be-a Demon- 
tration, that Confeſſion is no other ways approved and'frequen- 
ted by the Chriſtian World ; (except the Church of Rome)'than 
it is by the Reformed. Thar is, it is looked on-by all, but Mr, 4's 
Church, as a piece of Ectleſfiaftical Diſcipline only, 'and then 4t 
maybe uſed or diſpenſed: with, as'the Church ſees molt for her 
Edification. 330] | war! 
.: $8. This is not only the Opinion of the greater part of the 
preſent Viſible, but it was'ſo likewiſe of the Ancient Church : 
Though Mr.'24. tells us with confidence enough, that at was never 
heard in the Catholick Church till Heary VII. chat any was admit + 
ted to the Communion without Confeſſion. 
Yet+ we | find dire&- proof to the contrary in-; Antiquity : 
5 gar or ns Netarius (a) Endemon+>——»Eglſcnpo Netftario 
{pop of Conſtantinople, took -4-. ft conmumut t resbyterum poenitens 
Fey che Prief-thas was apjainired ann toleret de era art peta 
for Confeſſions fince the time of the myſieria participanda actederet,$0c4.15. 
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ATE ſecu tiow, and gave fr ve 2-19: Ab ilo tempore,quo Novatiani 
leaue, (that every ove ſhould come to 
then participation of the Holy, Sa- 
crament \, 45 his 'own Conference 


direfitd him. (bY) And Sozo 


men ' adax,: that the Biſhops of al-. 


weſt at nother | Churches, inutated 
Mm... . GLLIELY 

(6): Gratian propoſes the: Au- 
thorities for and againſt the ng- 
cefſity.of Confeſſion, and leaves 
it #0. the Readers 
he will believe. (d) And the Gloſs 


\ 


dement. which dum 


| ab Ecdcſia fejunxerant, recuſaverantq; 


. curn his, . qui tenpore perſecutionis reg- 


nante .Decjo concitatz apker COM» 
municare, Ecclefigrum Epiſcopi Canoni 
adjunxerunt, ut/m fingulis Eccleſiis Preſ- 
dytet quidam penetentiz prezcfſet, Soc.tb. 
(5) Hoc tempore Presbyterum, qui pceni- 
tentibus deputatuseſſet;effe non amplius 
paſſus eft, . cmminm. /primus i Ne&arius : 

omacs-fere Ecclefiarum. Preſules 


ave 
\ritdts ſunt, Sozom, lib. 7. cap; 16. 

U(c) De penit:Dift; 1 Can.' 89, Cui autem 
; horum potius inhzrendumfir, leQtoris ja- 


dicio reſervatur, : 
(4) Igitur 1150, tempore Gratiani non- 
r hoc-quicquam definitum aut 


pr#ceptum erat ab Eccleſia, quia Gratia- 
wr _ ignoraſſet nec omiſiſlet, = fere 
19:4 tios x00/Annos introdutta fuit uris 

Confeſſor per Innocent 1II. Glofſa Margin ubi ſupra. 
H 


On 


_ 
' on that is very remarkable; - 1» the'gear. 1150.\m the time of 
Gratian, #othing was defined or commanded concerntug the neceſſity of 
Confeſſion by the Church : For if there had, Gratian hed not been 
ignorant of it nor omitted it, ' but\Confeſſion with the. Mouth wiis in- 
troduced tear au hundred: years -after' by Innocent HL ' ' Thus the 
Roman Gloſs,and. the Reader muſt judge,whether'he will believe 
Mr. M. whoaffirms,that Auricular Confeſſion was always necef- 
| fary,or the CanonLaw and Gloſs, that ſays,it was made neceſla- 
ry about the year 1215 : That is not full three hundred years be- 
fore Hexry VIII. fo late' is this Sacrament even in the Roman 
Church, and the Doctrine of its neceſſity. 
' $ 9. Thethird Argument: Mr. M. produces for Confeſſon, is 
grounded on the inconveniencies that ariſe from the want there- 
of : He tells'us,” cheat Proteſtent Sermons have ſome Authority upon 
the People, bus not miich for lack of this curb on their Vices, p.; 6, 
Now whether Sermons or Auricular Confeſſion are the greateſt 
curb to: Vice;:ican only; be judged by Experience ; and. let that 
determine: whether Proteſtants or Papiſts are moſt Licentious : 
Let us cothpate Proteſtant Countries-with Popiſh, and/ſee where 
Vice doth: moſt abound.. Let us'look into Germaxy; Dexmart, 
Switzerland, the Low Countries, England and Scotland, and com- 
pare then with 1taly, Frazce, and Spain ; andletany one judge 
which are moſt corrupt in their Morals, or moſt happy-in their 
Government: Among—our ſelves," Let us compare the -Prote- 
Rants-who have lived in proſperity rheſe laſt thirty years,and con- 
fequently have been moſt lyable ro corruption, with-the Papiſts 
that have.been in adverſity, and.conſequently are at.the beſt : 
and fromtheſe, we ſhall diſcera what a mighty curb Cotifeſſion 
is on the Vices of Men. * Laftly, Compare the times before. rhe 
Reformation, with what-has.beemt ſince, and we ſhall fiad even 
Rome it (elf at this day reformed to what it was : which ſhews 
that the Light of Truth, which-we propoſe to our People is not 
ſo weak a curb on Men's Vices,'as Mr. M. would perſuade 
us, = | (© a6 Bars 
This ſecond inconveniency he alledges from the wont of Con- 
| feſſton 


[:41 
feſſion_ is the 'encoura t ir mult. needs' give People tolin, 
when they, conlider they. are nor obliged to- give An account 
for their Sins. ..So (p. 6. ) Carholiques commit ſin, *tis true', but 
call themſelves to an account for 'it by Confeſſion and Sebouifion to 
ther ghoſtly Fathers. Proteſtants fin likewiſe without talling them 
foes 20 any ſuch reckoning ; becauſe they can make a ſbift without 
ir, And again (p. 7.) 1 pray the Reader to conſider whether 
private Sinners in the Church of England do not offend God at 4 
cheaper rate than in the Church of Rome ; fince in the Church of 
Rome hey are bound to ſome Penance ; but in the Church o 
land they may confeſs to their Miniſters, and do Penance if t y will, 
or if they will not, they may ket it alone, | 
To which I anſwer, That the Church of 'Exglend-hath no 
Tx of Sins, nor doth She promiſe Pardon of Sins. upon the per- 
formance of any/external aftion-whatſdever, whether it coſt the 
performer dear or cheap. | But ſhe cells her Peaght accordi 
the Scriptures, that there is no other way to be forgiven ber hs 
but be heartily turning from them ; that a good Lite;/and ſincere 
Ohedience to the Cammgandments of God fan 10'Chriſt © 
are the only, means t9.cſtape)/ Damnation. And-thar according 
25 every, 0ne-is-certzin of t erity of his own heart, he may 
be certain of Heaven, and og otherwiſe. 
+ Let us'rhen compare the Dodtrine of: the: two Churches to+ 
No Anger the Reader judge, who reaches the —_ method 
Paton wt Sins. Saith the: , 
Church 0 Rowe 31 If an ep beſeinſs! FED 
felted in his wind; that the 55: ſorry 
for the. fins wy ha committed; and  re-non agar, 4 Bo Pr 
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+Saithithe Church of England';. Repent you truly-for your ſins 
paſt, haves lively Faith in Chriſt our Saviour ; amend your Lives, 
and be.in-perfett Charity with all Meu ; fo ſball ye be meet parta- 
kers of oo ab0l Myſteries,.. TheChurch'of #ome ſees the diffe- 
rence of theſe two, and pretends, that Confeſſion was eppdlge 
{HERR _ ed by the My - age 64 make _ 
enim. hoe concedam®s» the more eafie. For, Lef us grant #,faith - 
wy 69% pal Jane. ſhe, that Sins could be blotted out by Con- 


dum ad hunc gradum-per- ' grjp;o0p. Tet in 4s much as few : 
P®yenirent, fiebat ut 2 paucil- fe could 


Mara Poyroy ton come to this degree, it muſt happen that ve- 
nid (pemanila Mer, Vbs faprs ry few coutd expert Pardon of Sins this way. 
The true Intention'of Confeſſion, and of 


Set. 46. 


wr 2-6b, 40>." People believe that the Prieſt can forgive them their 
yon Ah Fry! fins;\as ſoon as they are ſorry for them, anFpur & 

to forſake them, it' is impdlsible it 0b be te- 
moved;.' Whereis when 4 Matris\referred-to his own Conſci- 
ence, asthe final judge. of his own'\Condition ; and'told that he- 
damas himſelf if he be partial. - And:thatno'other Sorrow. or 
Repentance for Sin can aye him, but ſuch as will in.exrqe(Fpre- 
vail-with him to forſake-his Sins; and-live a\godd*Eife.”” In'this 
eaſe # Man wilt find it thtth cafier to-farihe the Prieft, and'ob- 
tain Abſolution from him ; thanito fatisfie his own: Conſcience; 
Nay, afterall, the Pricft can-only.\judge-of a Mans Repentance 
from his own Mouth, and.if. the Manbe partial, or-miſtaken in 
his. awan ſincerity, the Prieſt muſt be ſo too, and his Abſolution 


inſigni. 
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inſignificant. And therefore our Church, who lays the efficacy 
of Abſolution on the ſincerity of the Penitents Contrition'and 
Faith, and tells her People, that her Abſolution is only Conditio- 
nal, deals more ſeverely, and -{incerely too, 'with her Pertitents; 
than the Roman Church, who lays the chief ſtreſs on the outs- 
ward Abſolution of the Prieſt. The Matter of FaCt appears to be 
really thus, from the prattice of the lewdeſt Livers amongſtus, 
who often take SanQtuary in that Church, and 'without any 
amendment of Life, live in hopes of that Salvation in her, whicty 
they know they could not hope for in ours, 

g x1. The laſt Argument Mr. M. urges for Confeſſion, is the 
Intereſt of the Pricſt ; ſaith he, The Church of England, for want 
of Confeſſion, appears to. me to have. loſt that Intereſt in the Con- 
ſciences of the People, which both the Roman and the Greek Prieſts. 
are happy in at this day. Ido believein my Conſcience thigArgu- 
ment goes'a great way with Mr. M. and notenly with him, bur 
with all thoſe Prieſts who value their Intereſt 'as he does.” But he 
woulJ have done well-to have told us, what that intereſt-is; in 
which the Prieſts count themſelves happy. © For the'Prieſts have 
counted themſelyes happy ſometimes-1n an intereft; which conmis 
buted 'very*little' to the happinels of the People. © In ſhort, we 
neither do;aor ought tocover awy other interef&-with our People; . 
than. the .power. of doing and making-them good'; and God be 
thanked, we have as much of that intereſt,' as any: Clergy of the 
Workt; and dare compare the Lives of our-People;>with'the 
Lives of cither Greetsor Romans. It was therefore forme other 
intereſt which brought in Auricular Confeſſion, &in which Mr. 
would count'himſelfhappy- Iſhall not:determine whatthatma 
be; which Mr. 2:could not find in:our Church ; 'oaly he mu 
know,that among fisrruly: mortitied,diligent;{ober,pradent-Cler+ 
gy-men, who continually refide ontheir Cures; ard-ſhew therm- 
{elves an Exampletorheir Flocks in-meekneſs, hunulity, watchful: 
neſs and charity, haveno reaſontocomplainthat they want intereft 
with their People. But there are ſome thatthinkit tootdeara-purs 
chaſe at. thar 'rate, and therefore:chad: rather come at it another 
TS Way... 
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way. "That is, by perſwading people that they can forgive them 
their Sins, : though perhaps they are nothing bettered by Confeſ. 
fing..;; Thus Mr..M: ſeems to ſtate the caſe : What if ſome Catho- 
licks, are never the berter for it ? W hat are many Proteſtants the bet- 
ter-for ul the Sermons they bear, and Sacraments they receive ? If 
we eonfeſs our Sins, God 1s faithful and juſt to forgive us our Sins. 
What 2 though we arenever the beter for Conteſſing, If that 
be Mr. M's meaning, and he believes himſelf, he. had reaſon in 
earneſt to change his-Church : For he may be ſure we have no 
ſuch Carholick Doctrine. 


CHAP: IV 


$5: FR. M. tells-us, that rhe third difficulty that ſtuck with 
+ IV him;was the Anſwer given by Proteſtants to that Queſti- 
ow, Where 45 that one_ Holy Catholitk Charch which we do pr +90 
believe in the two Creeds ? To this he adds ſeveral.other Queſti- 
008: Was there any ſuch Society. as 'one Holy Catholick Charch ex- 
tant wpon the face of the Eerth, when Cranmer began his Reforma- 
tion ?- What Provinces of the Earth did this Church inhabit ? Did 
Cranmer believe himſelf a Membee of it * Who _=_ him Authority 
to! Reform this one Catholick and Apoſtolick Church ? To ſet up Altar 
egainſt Altar, &0. pi8 1 din 269th 9 wits 
.. Toteach of theſe QueſtionsT willgive a diſtio&t Anſwer, and 
_ how little: Reaſon any .one has to make a difficuly of 
;: To the firſt, Where: is that one Holy Catholick' and Apoſtolick 
Church which we profeſs to believe in the twoCreeds? .Þ Anſwer, not 
in-any: ohe: place or:Province excluſively; to: the: reſt; /but, in all 
s where Men-profefſfing the Faith of. Chriſt, liveunder their 
awWtul Paſtors or Cranial Governors. /*Tis by theſe two marks 


Ls 


we muſt:find the: Catholick Church,if we would notmiſtake the 
Society of Schifmiticks'and Hereticks, nay:of Heathens for her. 
 Whercever.we find theFaith oChrift,and the Perſons profeſſing 


It, 
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- jt, living in ſubmiſſion to their Regular Paſtors'; there we have 


found:a branch of the Catholick Church ; and to that Society 
we outs to be ready 'to unite ourſelves in this Profeilion and 
Submiſſion. © , 

- But Mr. M. by his eagerneſs to have us aſſign the #67, or place 
where to find this Church, ſeems ta imagine, that there is ſome one 


place, or ub, where ſhe is always to be found. Art leaft, that there 


15 ſome where a Head and Principle of Unity, by unionto which, 
the Society is made one. But we deny any-other Head or 
Principle of unity to this Society, befiles Chrift Jefus.” *'And we 
believe, that to aflign ahy ſuch on Earth, is to deſtroy the very 
notion of the Catholick Church, and make her as particularas 
the Jewilh Synagogue, - out of which no Perſon or Nation was 
excluded, forhey would turn Profelytes,any more than they are ex- 


_ cluded out of the Church of Rome,if they wilt embrace her Faith; 


and ſubmit to her Government, But the Church'is cafled Ca- 
cholick, in oppoſition to ſuch a particular Society ; becaaſe the 
conliſts of many ſuch Societies, which have in every Nation the 
ſame'Priviledges, which were before peculiar to the Jews: ' And 
theſe particular Churchesare incire Bodies in themſefves,notmade 
accountable by Chriſt or his Apoſtles to any Foreign Church,” as 
toa Head, but only as toa Sifter. - Neitheris the union of -thefe 
particular Churches into one Catholick Church; an union of fub- - 
jetion'to one viſible Head, but an union of Faith and Charity 
utider our viſible Head Chrift. When therefore Mr. 2; asks in 
what Provinces of "the Earth this Church doth inhabit? Þ att- 
{ſwer, 1n moſt Provinces of the World ; in more'by many than he - 
or his Church will allow. - Let him read St. Azgaftie on the 85 - 
Pſalm, and he will tell him the fin of thoſe that confine the 
Church toa Province, or corner of the World, to'a Set or Party 
of Chriſtians. th | | 

$ 2. To this' ſecond > on; Was there any ſuth Society npor 
the face of the Exrth, when Cranmer began his Reformation ? 1 an-* - 


{wer, there was, and the ſeveral branches of 1t were diſperſed» 
through many Provinces in Enrope, Aſie and Africa,” The Church: 
| 0 
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| of England wes: one branch, thereof, -ſuch ſhe has'continued (ever | 
ſiace, and/-we hope will continue, to:theend of the World :|. And 
therefore he might. have ſpared the labour which, he has pooe to 
prove that there was extant ſuch a Church on the face of the\Earth ; 
liace we beheys as firmly as he cag delire, -that accordjag to our 
Saviour's Prediftion- the Gates of -Hell ſhall not prevail againſt the 

Catholick Charehs ' «1 | 
_ _ $3. To-this, third; Queſtion, Did Granmer believe himſelf « 
Member of this.Church ? 1 anſwer, He dig, Andbeing placed by. 
Providence in; an eminent ftation.in; the Church, and the Care 
- and .Goverament of ſo conliderable a part thereof being-commit- 
ted-to.his charge, he:faund himſelf obliged by the Laws of God 
and Man to remove thoſe things he apprehended to be-Corrupti- 
oasand Abuſes. . And if they were really ſuch, who but Mr, A. 
can doubt his Authority do do it ina regular way? 


And therefore to his fourth Queſtion, Who gave him Authori-, 
ty to Reform this one Holy Catholick Church, and to ſet up Altar 
againſt Altar ? Tanſwer, No body ; he never attempted the one 

r. che, other. He never attempted to Reform the Catholick 

hurch, becauſe he had neither Power or Inſpection over her., 
Nor did. he ever pretend to make any Law to oblige her. - He 
only .endeavoured. to. cultivate and reformthat part of her that 
was committed to his Care. And he.mult have loſt his Under- 
ſtanding, or renounced it, that doth not ſee that this is the Duty: 
of every Biſhop, -nay of every Pari{h-Prieſt in his {phere,; and 
therefore except Mr. M. can ſhew that Cramer went beyond. his 
ſphere, | he talks and asks queſtions to no purpole. 

1 ſuppoſe that Ihavealready ſhewn that Crarmer did not exceed 
his Authority in his-proceedings at the Reformation. | And as he 
did not pretend to reform the Catholick Church, fo neither did 
he ſet up Altar againſt Altar. There was no Schiſm made by him 
in Eng/and.; the Diviſion of -Communion was made long after, 
about the Teath of Queen Elizabeth, on, the Bull of Paws V. . Hey- 
lin ad Ann, 1554. & I565. p.172. 

- 4, 4. Mr, M. ſeems to have nothing to objett agaialt all this; 
. only 


| [571] 
only, he inſinuates that the Reformation ſuppoſes the Catholick 


- Ghurch tobe lapſed into Idolatry « And if ſhe were guilty of Idols- 
3 ry, ſhe ſhould be no Chriſtian Church : And then there 15 anend, of 
Pq 


Epiſcopal Succeſſion of the Church of England, and conſequently 
of the Church it ſelf. 

There is not one ſtep ia this Argument, but is juſtly liable to 
exception. I ſhall only deſire the Reader to conſider theſe tew 
things, and then judge, whether Mr. 2. can be ſuppoled to have 
examined this matter, either diligently or impartially. - 1. The 
Reformation may be juſtified without charging the Church of 
Rome, or any other Chriſtian Church with Idalatry, 2. The 
Idolatry with which we commonly charge that Church,is not in- 
conſiſtent with the Being of a Church, or Succellian of Biſhops. 
3. The Argument Mr. M. has produced, to prove the Impolſi. 


_ bility of a Chriſtian Churches teaching and prattiling Idolatry, is 


weak and inconcluſive. 

Seet. 5. Firſt, The Reformation may be juſtified without charg- 
ing the Church of Rome,or any other Chriſtian Church with Ido- 
latry : Becauſe there were many confeſſed and notorious Abuſes 
in the Church that needed Reformation, beſides what we count 
Idolatrous. And the Governors of the Church were obliged to 


+ 3 «a «# 


blenor prog oe ur we ſhould reckon theſe prattiſesonly inthe 
{ame rank ofabulcs with the former.We need not therefore charge 
the Church of Rowe with Idolatry,to juſtifie our firſt Reformers. 

1 I But 
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But whatever be ſaid asto that; hemay affure himfelf we never 
did,nor. will charge the CarholickChurch with any ſuch Crime. She 
never decreed-either worſhip of Images, or adoration of the Hoſt, 
14-6. Butſecondly,the Idolatry with which we charge theChurch 
of Rome, is not inconſiſtent with the being of a Charch, or Suc- 
ce{fion of Biſhops. TI do confels there ts an Idolatry, inconſiſtent 
with all true Religion ; that is, when Men renounce the true 
God, and worſhip a falſe one in his ſtead. Bur there is another 
Idolatry, that conſiſteth in worſhipping a falſe God with, or in 
Subordination to the true. Anda third, which Men incurr by gi- 
ving ſome part of that honour ro a Creature, which God has re. 
ferved for himſelt; or asking thoſe things of Creatures, which 
God only cangive :. And 'tis with this laſt the Church of Rome 


ſtands charged. 
L Ia Now not only Doftor —_— whom he 
Jul. Vindic. p.171: confeſſes he never read, but * Primate Bram: 
hall alio, (whom he pretends to have feen) have proved that 
tome practice of this kind of Tdolatry, as well as ſome other Sins, 
may conſiſt with the Being of a Church. But whar ſhall we ſay 
to a Man who underſtands butlittle himſef, and will notbe per- 
 ſuaded to read thoſe who can inform him. Whotakes this op1- 
nion by heax fay, as if it were peculiar to one Author ; whereas it 
is the-common ſenfe of our Controvertiſtss Which I think is a 
Demonſtration, that notwithſtanding what he pretends 7p. 1.) he 
is yet tO begin to ſtudy the Comroverſe between both Churches. He 
confeſſes he did 0: underſtand this matter; and then, let the 
World judge, whether it was done like a Man who either loved, 
or deſigned truth, to write againſt a thing before he undritood it. 
$ 7. Inorder to help his underftanding, he would db well to 
conlider,x. Whether to teach and practice Idolatry,deſtroy the ve- 
ry Bzing of a Chriſtian,more then of a Jewiſh Church. Now it 1s 
plain that the Jewiſh Church both taught and praftiſed Tdolatry, 
and is charged as Idolatrous; 1, When Aarcz with the whole'Con- 
gregation, ſacrificed to the Calf : and afterwards, when the Kings 
of Judah eftabliſh'd Idolatry inthe very Temple of God:In Toe 
on 
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Tdolatry the Prieſts, Prophets, Princes and Peopleconcurr*d;agwe 
may ſee, Fer.2.26.and yet neithertheir ſucceſsioanorChurchfail'd 
C7. 8. 2. The Primitive Church did not look on all Idolatry 
as deſtruQtive of the Being and Succeſsion of a Church : Becaule 
ſhe allowed the Succelsion of thoſe ſhe counted Idolaters. Such 
ſhe reckoned the Arians, as we may learn from Athanaſius and 
Gregory Nyſſen ; and yet the Succeſs1on of the Arians was allow- 
ed in () Felix, Biſhop of Rome. In (6) Mele- (4)Saclib.2-cap. 37: 
tius, Biſhop of Antioch. And laſtly, in the Bi- Col. Allogr. 1612. 
ſhops of Spaiz, who had been Ariazs from their ©) 5920m. lib. 4. 
firſt Converſion, till the time of their King Rz- 
caredus, in whoſe Reign they turned Catholicks, and proceeded 
in that Reformation at the ſame rate our Reformers proceeded in 
Ours. ().1f Mr. M. had lived among them, he .. 
- would have told them. that they were no Bi: £7 529% Anno 
ſhops, nor had any Church : Becauſe. their Pre. 
deceflors for ſeveral Generations had taught and preftiſed Idola- 
try, Andif we believe him, ſurely that deftrays the wery Beg 
of a Chriſtian Church. But neither theſe Bilhops, nor'the Churel 
of that Age were of his Mind, And therefore they - went o8.40 
their Buſineſs, and ſettled their Church without troubling” any 
body to affiſt them. And though they had no.other Ordinacian 
or Sacraments, than what they had received from 4rians,thatis 
from much. worſe Idolaters thanche Fapiſts are.counted); _ 
bady:;ever queſtioned their Church or\Sugceſſions But Mr. 27. 
and his party,lave to cut {hart God's Church and. Iaheritance,and 
ſeem gtraid $00 many ſhould goto Heaven. Ang cherefrffe whey 
any thing in a Church doth not pleaſe chem, they immediately 
un:Church her,and ſend her Members.to Hell ; Imyating exattly 
in;hisas they, do.48 their Re-ordigation, 'the HezeticalDonatiſts. 
Wham (4) St..4»gq/tine Charply reproves. (4 lig-85;rOtaitb kate 
fox theic; Ulncharjtablenels. malechqunt, qui djcupt guog 
; ye 09 $79 te» ta OY periit Eccleſja de t6twuorbe tet- 
rarwy, & remanſit in pla Africa. Si diceres illi, perdes villamtgand, forte non'> c&tempe- 


rare manurn.; & dicis Chriftum perdidifſe hxreditatem ſuam redomptar ſan ing (u0.— 
Fig injuriam facis Cheiſto, at dicas poyulum oo ad | ctiguiapem dinigurs 
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$-. 9.-But-3. Mr. M. is the more: tnexcuſable ; becauſe the 
Argument he brings, to provethe Inconfiſtency of Idolatry and 
a Chriſtian Church, is 1{o very trifling and inconcluſive. For 
(faith he) what agreement hath the Temple of God with Idols, and 
what concord hath Chriſt-with Belial ? For ye are the Temple of the 
L jving God ; what Communion hath Light with Darkneſs ? 2 Cor. 
6.16. What ! Idolaters, and yet atrue Church ? *Tis as much as to 
ſay,they are in the way to Heaven and Hell at the ſame time, p. 8. In 
anſwer-to-this, "muſt delire the Reader to look into the place 
of Scripture here quoted, and obſerve that the Sentences are 
broken, and mangled, and tranſpoſed ; either out of Deſign, 
or, as T am apt to think, out of meer thoughtleſsneſs. It he 
had given it whole, the Reader would eaſily have perceived its 
weakneſs;- for it is- not only ſaid, What agreement hath the 'Tems- 
ple of God with Idols ? v. 16. but likewiſe, What Fellowſhip hath 
Rizhrteouſneſs with Unrighteouſneſs ? and, What Communion hath 
Light with Darkneſs? v. x4. If then, according to Mr, M. Ido- 
larry deſtroy the very Being of a Church, becaule there is no a- 
greement betWeen the Temple of God and Idols > why ſhall nor 
every Unrigtiteouſheſs or Sin deſtroy likewiſe the Being of a 
Church #Since there is no fellowſhip between Righteouſneſs and 
Untighteouſneſs ; no communion between Light and Darkneſs. 
May not Fargue'as he doth, What ! Unrighteouſneſs ad 4 trac 
Church ?. Tis as much 41 to ſay, they are inthe way to Heavens and 
il Fell at'the ſame timie. This is the very Argument 


+ Avg.Tm5." by. which * Petil:an the Donatiſt endewoured to un- 
- ploryg 157k churchall other Chriſtians beſides his own SeCt, and 
lan. ' annul all-other Baptiſm beſides his own parties : be- 


. . 1 eauſe he pretended they communicated with wicked 
Men ;'and there could be no'fellowſhip between Righreonſneſs 
and mn OTE between Believers and Unbelievers:” How 
then could an Unbeliever regenerate a'Believer in Baptfiſin ? 


There is indeed no- agreement * between  Idolatry and a true 
Church ; no more is there between her and any other Sin. But 
things that have no agreement-do not immediately deſtroy one 

"= Pp another. 
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another.It doth not follow therefore,that to teach &.praQtice any 
Sin,deſtroys the very Being of a true Church. Rebellion is as the 
ſin of Witchcraft, that is, equal to one of the worſt kinds of Idola- 
tries; ſhall therefore every Society of Men,that teaches & praftices 
Rebellion,ceaſe ro be a Church ? Ihope Mr. M.will not fay it. I do 
not ſay any Society of Men ever taught Treaſon, or Rebellion, or 
Idolatry to be lawtul;for this would indeed un-church them: But 
many have comanded fuch prattices,& taught them to be lawful, 
which being put inexecution, were really treaſonable,rebellious,or - 
idolatrous. Thus the Council of Lateray commanded 
Temporal Lords who did not purge their Dominions 
of Hereticks, to be depoled by the Pope ; and ab- 
ſolved their SubjeQs from their Allegiance. And thus the Council 
of Lyons depoled Frederick the Emperor. The one of theſe 
taught, and the other prafticed Rebellion. Muſt ___. x 
'we therefore un-church theſe Councils ? * Pope ney on r/o 
Paul Il. and his FaCtion taught and commanded ex Bullar. Cherub, 
the SubjeQts of Henry VIII. to depoſe their Prince, "2-2: 74% 
+ Pins V. tart and commanded the SubjeQts of + Aapud Sanderum 
Queen Elizabeth todo the like to her. Theſe & Viibili Mon. 
were all afts of Treaſon or Uſurpation : and ſure * 7** 
theſe are the way to Hell as well as Idolatry.. And then to ſay | 
thoſe that were guilty of ſuch things, were Members of the Ca- 
tholick Church, is according to 'Mr: M. to ſay they were in the 
way to Hell and Heaven at the ſame time ; but ſuch Arguments 
muſt be taken from him where there are no better. 


Vid. -Concil. 
Later. 4. C.3s . 


2%: v. w AY £ 


$1:: | He third part of Mr. M's Pamphler,conſiſts of a confuſed 

maſs of particulars, without any order or connexionzone 
would think it had-been taken from the mouth” of one who had 
ipoken it ex tempore, and had never been allowed the liberty to 
reviſe.it. - There are at leaſt five offers at a concluſion. Saith he, - 
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-P. 9: fo conclude, P.10. in aword, p.11. tn fine, next paragraph ox 
bob matter, 12.after all his conculnghe muſt 4 > Jane 
or two before he make an end, p.13.he promiles to ſay xo more, and 
yet he cannot forbear adding two or three thungs,nothing to the 
'parpoſe. Thus he fays and unſays, and Jabours in a heap of con- 
'tufion. And when all is done, he puts things ina leſs advantageous 
Light, than has been done by many of his Brethren before 
him. T ſhall bring what he ſays, ſuch as it 15, into this method. 
'x/4.' T will conſider what he ſays in order to vindicate, or recom- 
' mend his new Church. And 2/y. Wherein he criminates ours. 
$ 2. He endeavours to vindicate his new Church in her Devo- 
. tions ; as to the DireCtion of them : as to their being in an un- 
known Tongue ; and as to their being made before Images, - 
He endeavours to recommend her, from the excellency of her 
Prayers, and from the Devotion and Qaity of her People, 
As to thedire&ion of her Prayers ; he:tells us, That i»ſ/tead of 
Tdolatry, be found mot elevated and judiczous Prayers to the 
Trinity; concluding in the Name of our Saviour Jeſus Chriſt, p. 9. 
and he asks, Ds Roman Catholicks ever ſay Mals #0 any other objet# 
but the tving Father, Son,and Holy Gho "Þþ I2,.. Now if all the 
Prayers-in the Maſs be ſa very elevated and judicious, and all ſaid 
to. the Trizity only ; then God forgive the wickedneſs of thoſe 
People who quarrel at this, aud perſecute it with ſo blind and furious 
Averſion. But ſoft and fair Mr. M. conſider they are: Hereticks 
 you'pray for, and ten to one either do not deſerve, or. do not 
need your Charity, For oppoſe the Prayers.in the Maſs were 
never ſo judicious, and never ſo well directed ; yet for ought the 
People know, or any affurance they have befides the honeſty of 
the Prieſt, the Prayers may be.Conjuring, or Curling ; dire&ted 
to Jupiter or Mahomet ; and theretore "tis your own Fault that 
people perſecute them with ſo blind and-furious Averſion } Tince 
you keep the people in that blindneſs, and will not let them un- 
derſtand their Prayers, that they may admure their Judiciouſ- 
neſs. 


$ 3. But 2Jy. It is to be conſidered, that the Mesſe was patched 
, up 
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in a barbarous and ignorant Age, though many of the Mate- 
rials are old ; and the compoſition is ſuch, that all, even of the 
Roman Communion, are not ſatisfhed concerning the JudiciouCſ. 


neſs of the Prayers init. Info 
much thar(a)Caſſander,who was 
a little better acquainted with it 
then Mr. M. contefles the phraſe 
is obſcure,even to Learned Men : 
that the Canon is difficult, and 
that ſometimes there is a ſudgen 
jump from one ſence of a word 
to another. 

Caſſander was no perverſe ill- 
uatured Phanatick, but a learned 
and ingenuous Roman Catholick : 
and yet he finds fault with this 
Prayer Mr.. has produc'd,and 
others of the like importance in 
the Maſs ; becauſe they are im- 


© (4) Ipſa etiam loquendi forma Cano- 
nem iplum non indoftis hominibus ob- 
ſcnuriorem, & difficiliorem reddat, —— 
Eft autem hujus. obſcuritatis przcipua 
caula, quod in <o multipliciter Sacrificii 
nomen uſurperur ; & ſubitonoa nunquam 
ex uno intellettu in alium tranſitio fiat. 
Conſul, de jteratione, p. 1004. 


(5) Ur fi orationibus his ſua veritas con- 
ftet, intelligi debent ea ſymbola panis, & 
vini, quz in dominica menſa ad Conſecra- 
tionem propoſita ſunt, nomine populi effe 
Oblata. —— Deinde dubium 
non eft, quo tempore Canon hic initio u- 
ſurpabatur, _— ſemper adfuiffe, qui 
una cum ipſo facerdote, hec Sacrificia 
laudis efferebant, & Sacramenta participa- 
bant, id enim Canonis verba manifefte 
fignificant. Cujas ignoratio aliis 
ad ſuperſtitionem eo abutend1 aliis, ut im- 


. pium ipfum damnandi occafionem dedit. . 


properly uſed as Mafſes are now i ſvpra, 7. 1003. 

celebrated : for theſe Prayers have reſpeA(as he tells us)to an an- 
cient cuſtom.in the Church now gone out of uſe;and agree chiefly 
to-a Solemn Maſs,in which there is ſuppoſed to be a Communion 
and Congregation of the peoplethat have offered Bread and Wine. 
This Bread and Wine ottered by the People, is that zmmaculare 
Sacrifice oftered up by the Prieſt in the Prayer mentioned by 
Mr.M. And where neither People are preſent,nor any Offering is 
made by them; this Prayer, and ſeveral others in the Maſs, make 
a hard ſhift to gain the Eſtimation of either Sence or Truth,much 
leſs of Judiciouſnefs, And has given occafion to ſome, to abuſe 
the Maſs to Superſtition ; and to others, tocondemn it as Impious., 
How can a Prieft, with.either Judgment or Truth, offer a Sacri- 
fice for all preſent, as the Prayers dire him to do ; even ina 
folitary Msſs, when none is preſent or near him ? a 

Hi 
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But 3ly. As all the Prayers in the Maſs are not judiciouſly con- 
trived, ſo neither are they all ſaid to the 

- Ut illis proficiat a4 ho- Trinity ; the very Sacrifice being offered 
Nat pro nobis UP for the Honour of Saints and Angels, 
iatercedere_dignzntur, &. and to obtain of them their Interceſſion : 
hag et amewh ordine nomi.  ÞEſides ſeveral Prayers made to them for 
nantur, non tamen a Sacer- the -lame purpoſe, direly contrary to 
dote qui lacrificat invocan- « har we learn from Saint Auguſtine to 
w=cDagy Gavit Del, 12+ 22+ have been the Praftice of the ancicnt 

--Church. | 

{$ 4. Mr. M: ſeems aware of this Objection, and hints at three 
Anſwers to it. 1/f. That Presbyterians object as much againſt 
that Canticle 1a the Common-Prayer-Book, called Benideczte. 
2aly. That the Roman Catholick aſcribe nothing to Angels or 
Saints, but as the Miniſters of God And 3dly. That the Angels 
muſt know -our affairs, and the Saints have intelligence from 
them ; and therefore we pray to them. 

x. He aſlures us, That the Reader ſhall find Proteſtants objeiting 
nothing againſt Confeſſing, and Praying to Saints and Angels ; but 
what Presbyterians do againſt that Canticle in the Common- Prayer- 
Book, called Benedicite omnia opera. O Ananias, Azarias and 
Miſael, praiſe ye the Lord, is as rank Popery with Presbyterians, as 
any thing inthe Maſs, or Litanies of our Lady, p, 9, Now except 
he be.able to ſhew where the Presbyterians have declared this 
as their ſence, we can count him no better than a Slanderer. For. 
my part I doptofeſs, that I never yet met with one ſingle Pres; 
byterian ſo ſilly as to make this Apoſtrophe for an Invocation 
of dead Men, who do not hear us. The diſparity of the caſe is ſo 

| - manifeſt between o«r Church and the Roman, that 
[Con T9. * It is hardly poſſible any ſhould miſtake. * The Ra- 
[Kon x ngh man Church has determined that it is good aud pro- 
| fitable humbly to invocate the Saints, and to flee ro 
(4) Artide 22. their Prayers, Help and Aſſiſtance. (a)Our Church 
| has declared Invocation of Saints to be a foud thing, 
wvainly invented, To parallel therefore the Presby terian Objettion 
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(if any ſuch.thefe be) -againſt us; with onrsagainitthe-Papiſts 
on this Head, is to ſhift off an ObjeCtion, which 'did- not eaſily 
admit of an Anſwer. | [4353 (2 } 
$..5. Letus (eeif this ſecond Anſwer be any better ; which is, 
that'the Roman Catholicks attribute nothing to Angels or Szimts, 
but as the Miniſters and: Favourites of the Living God,reteiving from 
him whatever underſtanding they have of our affairs,p.12. But what 
then? May not Men aſcribe more to Favourites than the Kin 
allows them, and 1s not that an encroachment onhis Prerogative: 
If Mr. M. will ſhew us, where God allows us to make Prayersto 
Saints, to erect Images for their Worſhip, burn Incenſe before 
them, dedicate Churches to their Honour, make Vows tothem, 
| ordevote: Orders and Societies of Men aslaves to their Service, 
he will-indeed vindicate his Church agaihit the Reformation : for 
in-poſſeſhon of all theſe,the firſt Reformers found them,and juſtly 
concluded it fafeſt to lay-'them aſide, | as too much to be allowed 
Favourites out of our own head, without the expreſs Declaration 
of. the Princes Will. Butif he cannot ſhew that-God allows them 
theſe things, it will be the ſafeſt way,and no hurt for him or us, 
to.Jet.them alone. ile mis LGLISTANT £9 
 $ 6//-His'third Anſwer or pretence is no leſs inſufficient: where 
he alledges, that the Angels muſt know our affairs, becauſe they are 
miniſtring Spirits, ſent forth for the good of thoſe who ſhall be heirs of 
Salvation ; and becauſe they rejoice at the:Comverſion of ſinners': and 
have glorified Satnts wo Communication or 1ntelligence 'with the An- 
gels?p.13.To which Tanſwer,Thatrheſcallegations neither juſtific 
the Inyocation,por the worſhip of Angels or Saints. It is true, the 
Angels areminiſtring Spirits;biit we neither know which of them 
are afigaed to minilter-untows,not when they are prefent. Theſe 
things depend altogetiher;on! the immetiare. Wall of God; and 
thereforett is ta Hit not Them we:ate to apfily ouriſelves; if we 
would obtain; their-, Care and Miniftry-for our good; *Tis true 
likewile, that the Saints and; Angels reojce af our Converſion, when 
that. Conyerlion comes to their knowledge, But thar place in 
St. Luke 15.7, 1 ſay unto you, Foy ſballbean Heaven over one (in- 
K 
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wer that repents,” morethan over ninety wine ſaff Perſoss, doth 'no 
more prove that the Angels in Heaven wt all the Converſions 
on Earth, or that we ought to pray to them ; than my ſaying, 
That there'is more joy in Rome over one-ſuch Proſelite as Mr. JM. 
than over ninety nine born Romas Carbolicks, doth prove that 1 
- believe ſich Converſions are all knownthere:; and that therefore 
Mr. M. may go into his Cloſet, and pray to the Cardinals, be- 
cauſe it is plain his Afﬀairs are known at Rowe. Laſtly, *Tis true, 
that the gloritied Saints have Communication with the Angels,and 
may receive intelligence of our Afﬀairs from them ; and therefore 
F would adviſe Mr. M. to ſend his Service and Requeſts to them 
by the next Angel he meets going that way. But becauſe Angels 
paſs and repaſs trom Heaven to Earth, to conclude that we may 
at all times,:and in all places, with mind and voice pray'to Saints, 
is as faolifh;, as to conclude, becauſe we. have Poſts paſs from 
London to Dublin;that therefore aMan here may beg the afsiſtance 
of his Friends Prayers who are in London, every time he goes to 
his knees; © 'Fhisis the wiſe Vindication Mr. M.has made for his 
Church, as to the Direction of ſome of her Prayers. 

$ 7. The ſecond thing which Mr. undertakes to vindicate in 
his'Church, is her-uſing a Tongue unknown to the People in all 
her publick Devotions, and Services. And it happens to him in 
this, as it does in molt other things ; if all that he ſays were 
granted: him, it would neither juſtifie his Church, nor condemn 
the Reformation ; ſince not one of his Arguments fo much as 
pretend, to prove a known Tongue unlawful-in the publick Ser- 
vice of God, or an unknown Tongue expedient : which will ap- 
pear on the Examination. | He alledges therefore, 1. That the O6- 
Jeition of its being ſaidi imthe Latin Tongue, allows every ope to hear 
zt that underſtands Latin. A great favour indeed. Who canaft- 
ter this,accuſe the Roman Churchof keeping Men ignorant of her 
Service ? It is plain from our'very ObjeCtion that they may hear 
it, if they but underſtand Lefin ; and *tis their own fault if they 
do not underſtand it : *Tis.only ſpending ſeven or eight years to 


acquire the Lariz Tongue, and then they may undeſtand ſome 
part 
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part of her Service. But pray what is this to the illiterate World, 
who are paſtthe age of learning Lee/#? W bat is this to the Poor, 
who are the bulk of the World, and have the beſt and moſt pecu- 
liar Title to'the Goſpel ; and yer haye neither capacity nor op- 
portunity to learn Latin ? Mr. M. bids them be of good chear : 
For wulearned Catholicks if the truth were knawn, nnderſtand as much 
or more of the Maſs, than illiterate Proteſtants do of the Common 
Prayer. If a Man were apt to give Yl words, the confidence and 

Ipable falſhood of this Afſertion would certainly provoke him. 
Fc were better ſurely: to beheve nothing but owr Senſes, which he 
falſly imputes to ſome Proteſtants, than to undertake to face 
down Senſe and Experience, in a matter in which the meanelt, 
moſt ilhterate Proteftant in the World, will be a Demonſtration 
againft him. \Ve-are content our People ſhould believe all Mr. 24. 
fays,according as they find this true. But he objects farther, What 
doesthe Proteſtant Multirade nuderſftand of the Predittions of 1ſai- 
ah, &c. read in their Churches by appointment of the Common Pray- 
er? Suppoſe'they underſtood not'one word of them; how doth 
it follow;that unlearned Catholicks underſtand more-of the Ma; 
than illiterate Proteſtantsdo of the Common-Prayer Book ? This 
is anew Toftanceof Mr. M's old Infirmity, in drawing Conſe» 
quences. Weare now talking of Common Prayers, in which the 
People ought:to- joyn : and he talks of the Leſſons,” which are-no 
parrof them. Thereare.commonly)in every Congregation,perfons 
of better and of meaner capacity; *risfit both ſhould be inftruQ:; 
ed. Thoſe Lefſonsoutof [/arabare for-the better capacities, and 
are read ſo, as may make'them-malt cafie'to them, _ And what 
great matter, if the weaker, for whom:they are-not.intended, do 
not underſtand them, ſince they are ſufficiently -provided-for o- 
therwiſe. Theirobſcurity might! be fome reaſon againſt reading 
chem atall ; but if they ought to-be read, as is ordered both by 


. the Commor-Prayer Book and Breviary, .Ihope they will be ber- 


ter underftood imExgliſh than:Latis : . And .yet after all, there-is 
not one Leſſon ordered'to be read by.the-Commoen-Prayer Book, 
but the meaneſt.of the: Proteſtant Nhwtitude underſtands. more of 
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ir, then a whole illiterate' Popiſh Congregation-underſtands of 
_ the Breviary, or Maſs; and of this he may make an Experiment 
when he pleafes, © 404 be 
His ſecond Allegation in behalf of his. Church is, that ſhe has 
ſet forth Expoſitions of the Maſsin Print. How many Ewvpoſitions 
of the Mafs-(lays he) areextant in Print. by Commandment of the 
Church ? So that no Man can be ignorant of it that deſtres tobe infor- 
»xd. To this Lanſwer, That if by an Expolition'be meant a Tran: 
flatioa of 'the Maſs;there is notone extant in Print by Command- 
ment of their Church.” On the contrary, the Congregation of 
the Index have Damned the very hours of the bleſſed Virgin, for 
being in the Vulgar Tongue; as may be ſeen at large in Saint 
Amonrs Journal, Part.3. Chap. 5. - Theres indeed a Tranſlation 
ſtolen out of late in Engliſh, 'but it is without any Authority, 
which may be called a Commandment of their Church. How- 
ever, if it were ſet out by-her Authority, what could it ſignifie 
to the greater part. of the People, who are neither able to pro- 
cure nor read that Tranflatiow?: Andifithey could read it, yet 
would hb'more'”beableby: help of ic ro joyn with rhe Prieft;then 
by any other Devotional Book. ''! Laftly, What is'this to the Re- 
formation, which found not one'Expoſition in Print by Com- 
mandment of the Church, nor-any counted neceſſary ? I: will 
venture to-put one Queſtion to Mr-27. and having askt fo many; 
hope he will not take ir-ill:  'Qughr the: Maſs: to be underſtood 
by the People;'or no ?: If irought' to be:underftood, why is tot 
the beſt method taken to make them underftand_ it ; even to read 
it in a Tongue underſtood by them 2. If it matters not, whether 
ut be underfiood by the People or no; to. what'purpoſe. doth he 
alk of-an-Expolition *'.}, 536 vid Dim roads bnefhe 
His third Argument in'behalf of the praQtice of his Church;is 
taken from the Example of the Jewiſh Church. Had nor (faith 
he) the Jewiſh Church almoſt all her Scriptures and publick Service 
for | fourteen Generations, that is to. ſay, from the Captivity unto 
Chriſt in the'old Hebrew ? 4 Language not then underſtood by the 
the common People, I Anſwer, ſhe had ſome of them in old He. 
| brew, 
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brew,. but: not only in-it. They were read in the Synagogues; 
firſt in Hebrew,for the uſe of the Learned;and then inthe Vulgar; 
for the common People. This he might have learnt from Fa- 
ther (a) $imon,(b)and Biſhop Walton : Nay (ec) it 433% 
DoCtor 1/aac Voſſms 15s politive, that the Greek ur; banks 
was the vulgar Language of Jeruſalem in our 1b. 2. chep. 18 p.r2z. 
Saviours time ; and that the SepruaginrrTranſla- RS. [2: 
tion, -and not the old Hebrew, was read in the 7.3.83. 
Synagogues of the Fews. And all unanimouſly —(-) De fibyllinis, c. 
conclude, that the people either underſtood the xr H12nite -q--=4 
original of what was read,or were made under- p- Simonis obj. Reſp. 
ſtand it by an Interpreter. *Tis probable, Saint #: 37% & 377: 
Paul, had reſpet&t to this cuſtom among the Jews, when he com- 
mands the: Prophet that ſpake'- with, Tongues 70 keep filence in 
the Church, if there was no Inteypreter, 1 Cor. 14. 28; And there. 
fore Mr. M. has quite miſtaken his Argument; when he asks, 
Did our Saviour or his Apoſtles ever reprehend the Jews for 
not tranſlating the Scripture into the vulgar Language? There was 
no ground for ſuch a; Reprehenſion, {ince the Jews had done it 
three hundred years before; & therefore will riſe up in Judgment 
againſt the abſurd practice of the Roman Church,& will condemn 
her ; who is more unkind to her Subjects than the very Jews, & 
has provided worſe for their Edification 1n this point. It is to no 
purpoſe to fay as Mr..M, doth, that the Latine is more vulgar than 
the Exeliſh : Since this is amaniteſt falſhood,and muſt be owned 
to be ſuch, by all men who conlider.that the Latize is not vulgar 
in any place of the World. 

I cannot*tell whether I can call it a fourth ;Argument; which 
offers, in theſe words, If the Service of God muſt be ſaid in the ma- 
rernal tongue of every-Nation, where ſhall an Engliſh man in France 
or Spain, that underſtands not the language, go to ſerve God ow the 
Lords day ? I anſwer, To Church,and joya his preſence ang private 
Devotion with the Congregation ;, fince he cannot joyn in the 
publick Prayers. . In caſe of neceſſity, a.man is accepted by God 
according to what he can do ; and what is not ia his power,is not 
required 
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\required'of him. Ina Country where'there are no Chriſtians, 
he mult gono where; and 1n a ſtrange Country,he-muſt go to the 
publick Devotions, though he do not underſtand them : For thar 
15 better then not goingat all. - 

His laſt Argument for the vindication of the publick Service of 
the Churchinan unknown Tongue is,” 7 hat this would deſtroy all 
Community of Sacraments and Litargie, between the Members of the 
Catholick Church ; which being one Body or Society of Men, ' cannot 
te like the Bni!ders of Babel, who could not underitand one another 
Language. Now if they that underitand not one anothers language 
are Buildersof Babel; then the Prieſt and People, where the Ser- 
vice 1s in an unknown Tongue, are plainly ſuch Builders : For 

they do nor underſtand one another. Two Cities may very 
well -be Built, and convemently Governed by two People of 
different Languages; and theſe Cities may likewife manage all 
their common Buſineſs, -and keep a good Correſpondence, by 
the help of a few Men that underſtand both Languages. But 
rwo Languages in the ſame City is very inconvenient, and 
cannot be {a remedied; Ir is fo in the Church : Diftant Congre- 
'gations may have a very good Communion with one another by 
the helpof their Prieſts who underſtand a common Language : 
But to have a Language fpoken to a Congregation, or in it, that 
"the Members cannot underlitand, is to bring in a great confuſion, 
and direQaly oppoſite to the Apoſtles command,which he himſelf 
here produces, Roz. 15. 16. that we ſhould with one mind and 
-mouth glorifie God : For how can a'Congregation glorifie God with 
one mouth, if they do not underſtand the words in which they 
are to joyn ? Thus Mr. M's. A — conftantly make againit 
-himfelf. If want of a common Language deftroys unity of Sacra- 


ments and Liturgy, in diſtant Churches, it'deftroys that unity 
much more where there is wanting a common Language between 
the Prieſt & People in the ſame Church. But the truth 1s,the unity 
of theSacraments and Liturgies, have no dependency onthe unity 
of Lariguage; but arethe ſame in whatever lauguage they are uſed 
-or adminiſtred. And ſoit was inthe PtimitiveChurch,whereevery 


People 
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People had their own Liturgy in their own Language, Mr. 27. 
forefaw that 1 Cor. 14. would be abjected againſt hint: And he 
tells-us, p. 11. That be humbly thinks it not well underſtood by Pro- 
ants. This is a main point ; and one would have expeCtted a - 
ſubſtantial Reaſon for his Opinion, ſore Determination of a Pri- 
mitive Council, or-a whole ſhoal of Fathers at leaſt: But inſtead. 
of that, he pretends to cut the throat of- the Obje&tian out of that 
very Chapter,in which Proteſtants glory. If any be Ignorant(laith 
he) let hims be Ignorant. Wherefore Brethren, covet to Propheſie, 
ad forbid not to ſpeak with Tongues, v.39. God is not the Author of 
Corfu(ion but Peace, v.33. I ſhall not trouble the Reader with an 
Anſwer to theſe Arguments; if Mr. 2M. deſigned .in earneſt to 
ove by them, that we do not well underſtand the Apoſtle in 
this Chapter, I would adviſe him to take the Opinion of a Phy- 
ſician, whether all be right about his Head. | 
$ 8. The third thing wherein Mr. 24. endeavours to vindicate- 
his Church is the Worſhipof Images. And to this purpoſe he al- 
ledges, Firſt, That the Council of Trent hath commanded a/l Syper- 


ſtition to be taken away in the uſe of Images ; and then gives it in- 


charge to all Bifbops to look toit, p. 12. It they had reckoned the 
Worſhip of Images Superſtition, this had indeed taken away our: 
ObjeQion, but on the contrary ; the Council decreed that Ima- 
es of Chriſt,not of his Human Nature,(as he improperly expreſles- 
$ and likewiſe of the Bleſſed Virgin, and other Saints, are to be. 
had and retained, eſpecially in Churches, and due Honour and 
Worſhip is to be. paid them. And that we ought to kiſs, uacovers 
our Heads, and fall proſtrate before them. 
$ 9. But then, Secondly, He bids us exquzire whether Roman Ca- 
tholicks pay any more reſpett to them, than Proteſtants do to the Ele- 
ments of Bread and Wine, which ( ſay they) are but a Figure or 
Image of Chriſts Body and Blood, To which I anſwer, That this 
Enquiry ſuppoſes two notorious Falſhoods: Firlt, That Prote- - 
ſtants pay any other reſpeCs to the Elements of Bread and W ine; 
then that of not diverting them from their Sacramental uſe. And 


Secondly, T hat they ſay the Elements are. but 4 Figare or ay. % 
Chriſs- 
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-Chrifts Body and Blood. Our Curch having declared in her R& 
brick after the Communion, that the kneeling at the Reception 
of the Sacrament,is only to: Chriſt ; and-that »o Adoration 1s in+ 
tended, or ought to be done unto the Sacramental Bread and Wine : 
and likew#fei'concerning the Elements,that they are not only Signs 
or-Twages, but &ffetFual-means of conveying the: Body and Blood of 
Chriſt to the Faithſal, Which I hope no Papiſt will ſay of his 
Images. And now I muſt reter it tothe Reader, whether he will 
{yppoſe Mr. 2. to have been ignorant of our Doctrine in this 
point,or to have krowingly,and again(t his Conſcience,fuggeſted 
rheſe falſhoods. 

d 10. His third attempt for the Defence of his Church in this 
PraQtice, is from his old Friends the Presbyterians. T he Church of 
England Proteſtants are every jot as offenſive to us ({ay the Presby- 
terians) kneeling before the Elements of Bread and Wine, as the Pa- 
poſes kneeling before the Image of Chriff, To which I anſwer, That 
it the Matter of Fact here alledged, were true, (which I'do not be- 
leve,) yetit were no Argument ; becauſe the Presbyterians, ' or 
wholoever are thus offended, are manifeſtly unreaſonable in pa- 
ralleling theſe rwo caſes. The Diſparity is apparent,and the very 
{ame that there is between receiving a Pardon,or any other ſignal 
Favour from the Kings own Hand on:my knees ; and falling down 
every time (ee his Pi&tuure on a Sign-poſt. | 

' But-once for all, let Mr. M. know, (tor he profeſſes to need 
Information, ) that it is 1s no Anwer to an Argument, to pretend 
that others urge it againſt the Proponents themſelves ; except 
the Anſwerer ſhew that both urge it with equal Reaſon, - For ſo 
the Apoſtles might have been anſwered by a Heathen. You would 
perſwade us, that we are under the Power of Satan, and Alzens to 
the Life of God : Do not the Gzoſticks ſay the ſame of you -? . Si- 
lence them,and we will believe you. So a Roman Catholick may 
be anſwered by an Izdianr, You would have us renounce our Idols 
and Heroes ; whereas there 15 a People among{t yourſelves, cal. 
led Proreſlants, to whom your kneeling before the Images of Chriſt, 
and praying .to Saints, are.every jot 4s offenſive as our praying. to 

| our 
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our ſubordinate Celeſtial Powers and Kneeling before their © 
Images. > If: this would fignifie nothung to Mr M:; why, 
Hanis ir fignifie any thing.to 6s what Presbyterians gbject | 
againſtour:Kneeling at th&©Receprion of ;the Sacrament: 
or how are:we'eohcerned,: what they pretended in 41, a- 
gainſt 'our Reformation, or, Hugh Feters in 47, agai 
theirs? except hewall undertake to.juſtifie their Pretences, 
which-is:a'Task- themflvyes could never /pertprm.;; 5; nc 
34 'T1;/ There. is onely one thing more he ſays in vindi» 
cation' of -his:Church;, and that concerns the i} Prattices- 
we charge on ſome Roman Catholicks, and the i/ Opinions - 
of 'athers.. He doth not deny+that there are ſome ſuch,, 
but: fie /aoks ion it a3 10 Argument at-all, Ik o, he wrote his 
Boak to very.lutle put poſe ; for why are we moreconcern-. 
ed in-the ill Prattices or ill Opinians of ſome who pretend. 
to Reform, than he is-in-the ill. Practices and Qpinions of 
the Pope.and Court of. Rowe 8; Yet theſe pretended, faults ; 
of' the Reformers, make up the greateth; part of, whar, he; 
Obxasagainſk our Charch ; which ſhews;that he has age, 
Riile for 'us,! and another for his own: Party:; - But the. 
truth js, we charge the Council of 7rext it, ſelf with ſome - 
illÞ rattices avd Opinions: For th0; we take Poperyas the 
- moſt judicious Papiſis-reprefſent itz , (and .they who, "FS : 
the' Decrees/ob the Council of Trent neareſt to: Proteſta- 
niſm, & find. are at-preſent. counted fuch.) yet ſtill, there. 
needs better Vouchers than. Mr . to make us believe all. 
things init Fadycious and Pions, 3 nn oe No 

(<4. 12 Having thus examinedall that bg has faid in de- 
fence of his Church, let us next conſider what he has of- 
tered to recommend Her : And of this nature he produces 
three inſtances : The Excellency of her Books of Devoti- 
on.;z..the Devotion of her, People; and the Unity of her 
Members. He tells us; p. 9. that, that which obliged him 
mo#t of all to the Church of Rome, was the peruſal of her 
Books of Devotion ; ſuch as St. Francis Sales —— Neirem» 

L bergt- 
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—— Lews Granatenfis — e the Maſs it 
5 If cheſs obliged him wot of al, Fed be ved at the 
Refaytwtisn, he had warted forne of dorms” rw 
rions to keep hirh itt the Rowan Communion; three of theſe 

four he thentions beings written aſter the Reformation, and 
the'other but « few years before. Ant now they are writ- 
teri, he Was not debarred the uſe of them in t mui» 
on in which he lived. The Spirit of the Reformation, 
which he fays he compared without prejadice, with the 
Spirit of the Row Chareh, allowing the uſe of all Books 
that may advance Piety, by whomſoever they are written, 
which the Spitit of his Church doth not : But what is this 
ts theReformation, which did moe find, much leſs condemn 
theſe Books > Ler hira fhew one Book of Devotion, or Ex- 
pofitieft of the Maſs; or Breviary, extant in Engliſh betote 
the Reforttiation, if he ear; and remember whar has been. 
done ſince; to the eterrial ſhare of choſe, who never rroub- 
| led themſelves with Devotion, tilt meer neceſlicy of ſup 
porting their 'irirtereſt 4tmong the People pur them on it. 
AS for the Pitty of the Prayers in the Mak, 1 let him who 
underſtands, both cormpare any Prayer zhere with our £5 
ahve we y poſitble Prejudice ſhould fo blind him, 
to ſte which has the xdvarage. 
7: But, nevertheteſd, he alledges, tharche Devotion 
of bop execeds ours. Let the Reader compare that 
Devotion which Catholics pay rr may nn of the Moſs, with 

that which moff Proteſtants ” Bew: F,i 
_ then fee bow math Better we are by rhe. Maſs into 
Englhth, p.1r. - To which Tanſwer, That if it were grant- 
ed, that Papiſts appear to be more devote at Maſs, than 
Proteſtants ar Charch (for that T ſuppoſe he-means by pay- 
ing, Devorjonto the Maſs, and ſhewing it to the .Commoy- 
ayer.) yet it would not follow'that the Maſs were bet- 
. far the bh Connihs -Prayer, or a fitter means of Devo- 
tion; ſince that difference might ariſc from other-motives, 


as 


? 
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' as it manifeſtly doth. The Rowan Cathokes place mu 
more Rehgion in outward ſhew, than the Proteſtangs, ans 
therefore no wonder if they. be more diligent in it. | 

a, If the appearance of Devotion at publick:Service be 
an Argument of the goodnels of the Service,the Turks who 
out dothe generality of Chriſtians in frequency, keming 
Devotion, and Reverence at their Prayers, as We are in» 
formed by Travellers, muſt be concluded to have the beſt 
Service: and he would do ill on Mr M's Principles that 
would Reform the 4coran into the Meſs. _ 

3- The matter of Fa& is not true, as Iam informed by 
thoſe that have ſeen their Communicants and ours. Pro- 
teſtants have according to Mr M's deſire, compared the 
prepara phy near ack yawn 111 

England, in a Di deſigned for that very pur 
and Printed, Londoy, 1 685 :[n which it is ſhewn, That what- 
ever the Romaviſts pretend, there is not ſo true Devotion 4s 


them, nor ſuch rational provifio far it, nor encogrags- ' 
—_— it, a1in the Church aes Law among us. _ 
. It is not material what their Devati tobe, 
i ci Lives Re I cy. v0! am ſare 
are not, Open Pr is y more provo- 
king to Gad, than ſhew of Devationwithout proportjonsl 
SanQity of Life, as we learn from the Caſe of the Jews of 
old, in Ja.1. Fer.7. and in many other placesof Scripeure. 
4 14. The third thing whereby he endeavours to re- 
commend his Church, is the Unity of her Members: A 
the Church of Rome he ſhall | variety of Religious.Orders, 
#nt mo-Schiſm, nor Diſcord about their Sacrawents or Titgr- 
Ly: In the Garment of the Church, there is Variety, but no 
Rent : No confuſion of SefAs, nar Diſohedience to Superios.. P« 
1.4- Tf this be true, the is the happieſt Church that ever 
was in the World; much happier thao the Church of the 
Apoſtles time: for there were Schiſms and Diſcords about 
&zcraments and Liturgy «4 Witneſs the Apoſtle, 1 
2 


Corin. 
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Corin.1.11. alſo 11.18. Nay, there was Diſobedience too; 
Gal.3.r. 3 Joh.g. It.is therefore ſtrange we ſhould be able 
to.find none in the Church of Rowe. May we not rather 
conclade that Mr Jf. has either 'partially, or negligently 
fought for theſe Schifms and Diſcords ? Since really there 
has hardly been greater Schiſms and Diſcords inany Church 
than in her, tho he affirms we ſhall find none. _ 

* Bellarmine loved the Church of Rome as well notogy ad ons 
as Mr'M. and he owns twenty fix Schifms in PZ ,,.,.. 
her. + Onuphrius. Panvinius, who uſcs not to £93 Pontifcus 
ſpeak ill of the Roman Church , reckons thir- ; 
oy one he calls the worſt and longeſt, which continued 
ifry Years, others were of twenty, or fifteen, or ten, &c. 
Theſe Authors onely 'reckoh. thoſe” Schiſms where the 
People were divided between two Popes : But 1t were 
eaſie' to ſhew, that beſides theſe there were in that Church 
preat and enormous Schiſms, which had no Popes to head 
Thent® And as for Diſcprds about Sacraments, T ſuppoſe, 
Mr M# Feekvns Ordination a'Sacrament : ” And'concern- 
mg it there have been many Diſcords ; many Popes have 
. Garnned their Predecefſors, and annulled their Ordinati- 
_ $0 Stephen VII. nulted the Ordinations of Formoſus. 
His Predeceflor.  Fohn TX.. did-as'much for Stephen, and 
'Ser32ts HIT." for him."" * Platinatells fy 
o'"" That after the' time 'of Stephen tus fre contucrato one at, 
YI. or, as others reckon, the VII. i# Momo Pontnrum, fequentes 
Became a Cuſtom for the ſucceeding erent. Plat. de Vii Pon-ff, 


; ; : is Fob, 6. 
Popes to infringe. nl a deſtroy the { 


Spond. ad any, go$. Sed. 2, 
"24 of thetr Predeceſſors, + Sponda- root iipcrign, we pes Ne. 
Af tells us, Theſe are the unhappy *'2witimbcreates Pontfcs 
times, wherein every — #. gt nnd & rrny + oyragg 
annulled the Aits of his Predeceſſors. ezrit Dean - -- motor 
And further,.that the power of Whores OOO Ota: 

* wit ſo great in Rome, that they removed true and lawful 
' Popes, and thruft in violent and wicked men. Who, conft- 
© ook dering. 
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dering this, would not think God had forgotten bisChurch 2 
Behold the Miſſion of the Roman Biſhops, and their Unity. 
*And if: notwithſtanding theſe Schiſms and. Intrufions; 
which continued for many years,the Church of Rome con- 
rinued'a true Church, and her Ordinations valid; let the 
der judge, 'whar there is ſo Horrid or Irregular in our 
Reformation, ' that ſhould void our Orders , or make us 
eeaſe to be a Church. PF | 
'» $15. Tſuppoſe Mr. M. counts Confirmation/ancther 
Sacrament; and there have been no leſs diſcords about it 
of late ini the Romax Church. The Regulars of England 
on one {tde, and the Biſhops of France, with the Sorborn 
' on-the orher. ' And thoſe of each party charge the other with 
Ferefie, not without the diſturbance of the publick Peace, 
and a rent of brotherly Charity. So the Congregation of 
the /ndex tells us : which.Congregation made a Decree to 
ſuppreſs the'Writings of both Parties, May 19.163 3. And 
here we donot'find that Obedience to Superiors in this mat» 
ter of which Mr. M. boaſts: for inimediately there came 
out at Part a Diſquiſition againſt 'the Decree,” the! Jeſuirs 
Reply; and the Buthops of France rrenew their Condemna- 
tion and Cenlure,” Nov. 29. 1643. . and I donotfind that 
they are yetagreed. ' Mr. M affirms we ſhall find »o Rexr; 
no Confuſion of Setts, no Diſobedience to Superiors in the 
Church of Rome. But whoſoever will read. the Decrees 
ind paſſages abour this matter, in St.. Amours's Collection 
at the end of his Foxrnal , p. 26. or in Petrus.Aurelius's 
'Vindicie Cenſure, willfinda great rent of brotherly Cha- 
rity, mucly Contuſion, and great Diſobedierice 1a the dif- 
-agrecing Parties ; and theſe about no. leis things, han the 
Sacrament of Confirmation, the Hierarchy of the Church, and 
Supremacy of St. Peter. | 
$ 16. Confeſſion is no leſs a Sacrament with Mr. M. 
and the Diſputes in his Church have of late been/as high a- - 
bout it,. as about the former-; 'one Parry charging a 
4 racer: 
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ther with no les than Hereſie : as may be ſeen at large 
4n the Biſhops of Fraxce's Letter to Tuwocent the X. at the 
end of Mr. Arzauld's Book of Frequent Cemmunion. If 
their publick Ads are to be beheved, there are Rents, 
 Scifſure fraterne Charitatis in their Charch, Bur if we 
believe Mr. M. there is no Rent, Scifſura nov efF. I thai 
fay nothing of the Diſpute concerning the Regale in France 
at this day; I need not put him in mind of what Obedincee 
has been paid tothe Pope, or to his Excommunications of 
the Arch-biſhop of 7holouſe, and Regaliſls. He may ec 
the whole in a Book intitled, Regale Sacerdotwm,1 684. 1 do 
not ſee but the _ and Church of Frawce make themſelves 
Fadge, Witneſs, ond Accafer inthis Aﬀair with the Pope, as 
much as H#exry V H.and\the Engli/h-Church did. 

$ 27. Thisasallthat Mr. Af. ſeems to.fay, citherto vin- 
dicate or recommend his Church. Let us ſee next what 
he objets againſt ours. Andinall this laſt part Ican find 
only three things of thisnature: One 18 P. 10, That the 
Church of England s beholding tothe Moſs for the bef? Flow- 
ers in her Communion Service. The fecond is, that the 
Proteſtant Church has no other Foundation, than every man's 
Kegaſon. And the third is, That we do.not:;pay 2due Sub- 
mMiſfion to the Chnrch. As to the firſt of theſe, I wſpet 
The chief reafon, why fame of bis Party obje& the Com- 
munion Service, being taken ant of the Maſs; is not that 
they think it any fault if it were ; butbecauſe they bel-eve 

gratific and:incenfe their Friends, the Nonconfor- 

miſts, againſt the publick Service of the Church. But 
I anſwer, That the Model of our Service, and Materials 
theredf, are not taken ouc of the Maſs, butourt of the an- 
ent Laurgies of 'the Church, to-which-4t is much more 
conformable than to the Maſs. . | 

$'x8. The fecond Obje&ion he brings againſt our 
-Church.is, That ſhe hath no ſufficient Foundation : P. x1, 
-{ tefre to be informed whether the Proteſtant Church bad 4- 


> 
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xy other Foundation ( ſetting afiſe an Aft of Parliament ) 
than every Man's own Reaſon ; or which s the ſame thing, the 
| Scriptures Sy rs by every' Man's Reaſon > \There are 
but two Baſes whereupon to ſettle our ſelves, rhe Scriptures 
and Fathers expounded by my own Reaſon ; or the Scriptares 
and Fathers ex by the voice of the preſent viſible 
Church. This later is Popiſh, and cannot ſupport a Reform- 
ed Fabrick. Taanſwer to this, I will ſhew, firſt, in what 
Senceevery Man's Reafon, may be faid to be the fonnda- 
tion of his Church. Secondly, That our Church: has. 
truſted her Reaſon in the 'expounding Scriptures and Fa- 
thery, no farther than ſhe ought to have done. And 
Thirdly, That ſhe has not Expounded them ſo as to con- 

tradi the fence of the prefem viſible Church.  —- 
Firſt therefore, When Mr. 2. all thar our Church} 
has no other Foundation than ev $Reaſon,he may 
mean that ſhe has no other Foundation for her Religi 
than what natural Reaſon, without the affiſtance of Reve- 
lation, and other helps God has afforded her, dotti ſag- 
geſt. ' And this is a manifeſt Calumny, ' becauſe ſhe has, 
beſides what natural Reaſon of it ſelf ſuggeſts, the Seri 
tures, the Fathers, the univerſal Tradition of all Ages paſt. 
nd preſent, for every Article of her Faith. ' Let him ſhew 
one Article that wants any one of theſe, and we will ftrike- 
it out of our Creeds; or any other Article that has this 

teſtimony for its neceſiity, and it ſhall be inſerted. 

There may beanother ſence of theſe words,The Pro- 
reſtant Charch has no other Foundation than every man's 
Reafon : and tis this, The Proteſtants make uſe of no 
ther faculties, to find out the ſence of Scriptures and Fa» 
thers, of the former and prefent Church, but-their Rea- 
ſon and Senſes : and conſequently rely on them with God's. 
aſſiſtance, to find out the rrue Religion and Church. This 
Sence we allow, and except Mr. A. and his Party, wilt 
ſhew us ſome other faculties, given us by God, whereby we 
may 
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may.chooſe. our Religion ; they ought not to blame us.for, 
uſing-theſe only.'- When they find opt-another faculty, of, 
the Soul, beſides theſe two 5. whereby we. may diſtigguiſly 
Truth: from Falſhood, we promiſe them to'uſe it alſo., Ang, 
though-Mr:,/M. confetles his own Reafſor to be-as weak a4 as, 
xy body can think it and pretends mot to aſſert it,but the Aus, 
thority af -the.Church : ; yet, till he tells us by what faculties: 
he Judges himſelf obliged to ſubmit to the Authority, vfahe, 
Ghureb, .and by.what faculties hecomes.to-know that-the? 
RomanCharah 4s ſhe; towhoſe Authority hequght to ſub-; 
mir ; we muſt tell him, that\the Authority of his Church,. 
as to him, is founded. meerly and-folely on;his own Rex+: 
ſon, how weak ſoever he own it..; And-ſo-muſt the Ay 
thority of every .Church;to every,man in the World:And,; 
therefore it is fooliſh to obje, Fhat the Proteſtant Church 
has no other Fonndation than every Man's Reaſon and 
Sences; ' for no Church,- no-not ' Chriſtianity, has or can 
baveany aeher\":; 1/7 orgs 100A ini fen 1267 05s 

$:19..'But-Secondly,. Perhaps Mr,: 2. means oply. that; 
we do not allow the voice of the preſent viſthle Church a. 
due regard in our Determination, concerning Faith'and: 
Religion.. In Anſwer to which; in the ſecond place, Lay, 
our Church truſted her reaſon-no further in;expounding, 
Scripture than ſhe ovght to have-done:,, ; And here: it is _- 
to be:remembred, that ſhe is a compleat Church, , aſſoci- 
ated together -in-one intire Eccleſtaſtical Body, with fall 
power to Interpret and Teach her Subjects, all things rgla- 
ting to Faith and Diſcipline: As theſe Kingdoms.gre a com-; 
pleat Commorn-wealth,aſſociated into one civil Body,with 
tull power to [nterpret and Enact all things relating to the 
Law of Nature, and the Civil Government of the King- 
doms. As therefore theſe Kingdoms do not truſt.their 
Reaſon too far, when they determine concerning the Laws 
of Nature without Appeal ;. ſo neither did our Church 
truſt her Reaſon too far, when ſhe determined without 


Appeal 


Not I 
matters t#lating toFaiuh. A 
ne dr Hoe efiience-can” befal her SubjeRs,.by, als 


ror rH commer ara canhetal yy by 
alowng their Civil Majeſtrates the like. power: 


24-26, Abd Bt, to ſhew. that ſhe did LEY 
contradidt the | ran voice of the viſible Chargh,j with 
which-Mr. AM. hgh Wag canteAt49 Fee 


ran 
£0 dro thi ſh pp 
And ro this ſhe 


Ulurpation durſt not ſtand 
this Tryal ;' but without.any Authotiry: from. _— 
the viſible-Ohurch (if. Soluddriinadby that the gan 
Body of Chr took ait-her (elf tobe? oak, 
and Tlkcaſan !»Which»was:more: than: Luther 
0: eek ons 7 na _ neral Coungl. : 

21 third -Objeion Mr againſt 
the Reformers,' is, their not yielding ing Sari 
the "Church? -For after-;all ainſt Reaſon, 
bo allows ws-to-ente oe of ic wick fink ;.he haSex- 

(ſed his meaning in this , ſa as/it-is not pet ndirn 
whether he means ſubmitting/ aur: :reaſon, an intire re- 
fgnation-of it, to beleive whatſoever the Church of Rowe 
by # Prieſt; ora Council: tellsus, and thea the only.uſe af 
reaſon will be to:findout Arguments'to defend what the 
has taught us; or:whether by Sybmiſſion he means only 
a due regard to her Determinations, ſo that a Man of her 
Communion ſhall not. allow himſelf publickly'ty oppoſe 
and contradit her-Do@rine: | | This. laſt he ſeems to-ugy 
.derſtand by Submiſſion ; toceaſs be appoſes it to Contr4- 
diflien aid Peeniancy." And then why is — 


— 


"Þ 
| [82] 
myiffion due as much to the/Chureh of and Frelawel 
8s Rome'? Did not Chriſt ſay-to the Bi of England 
and Ireland, Ee that hears you bears me; as well at to che 
Biſhop of 'Rome's - i £34155 i Sf S, ; 231 wc F+ 
'  $ 22, But to clear this matter a little, I will ſhew that 
we pay all due Submiſſion to the Church. . And, Second- 
ly; Examine what/ Submiſfion Mr M. has paid her. 
When we- #alk of Submiſſion to the Charch; by 'the 
Church may be meant cither the: Univerſal Church, or 
the Particular Church'wherein we were Born, Baptized, 
and Educated: and to both theſe we profels'and pay due 
Submiſſion.” - Witnebs of the:DoQArine of Chriſt, and:we 
recetveher Teftimony;'-'!Theonely Queſtion with us-is, 
at: Dofrine- Chriſt 'and his Apoſtles: Taught? ' And 


ce 


| this we believe contained in the Scriptures. , Co 
the-Sence of any-Word” in them, we- receive likewiſe 
the Teſtimony of the Catholick Church: Every DoQor 
approvet by-her; is a Witneſs, and every;Council reeei- 
ved-by her, is\as the Depofition of Witneſſes," - By 'this 
means we know her” Sence in; former Ages; as well as 
m this Age, and are able to compare them together. 
Where theſe y_ we have no reaſon to doubt her Ve- 
racity ; but where one Age of her ſays one thing, and a- 
nother Age ſays another thing;- we. count our ſelves ur- 
der no obligation} to' believe either of their Teſtimonies 
to be a: neceſſary part: of the DoQrine of Chriſt. ' *Tis 
therefore the Church of all Ages, and places, that we 
reckon the Groand and Pillar of Truth.” Whereas: Mr M. 
confines us to the Viſible Church, and: prerends we are: to 
take 'the Sence- of alt/former Ages, from the preſent. 
But pray why may not I as' well underſtand the Sence 
of the Church of the fourth Age from'the Council of 
. Nice, asT can underſtand the:Senceiof the laſt-Age from 
-the' Council of 7zen?? © It was therefore: by this-Rule, 
and with Submiſſion tohis Charch; that 'our Reformexs 
- #4 pro» 


C8] 

| in their Reformation;.and except Mr M. can. 
ſhew (which he has not ſo much as endeavgured to do ) 
that they deviated from this Rule,..he. has done nothing 
to prove that they had not a due Deference and Su 
on to the Catholick Church. And as ſbe-thus oben: 
ted to the Sence of the Univerſal Church, fo ſhe | 
all her SubjeRts ro ſubrit to her, to-receive-the Faith, 
which ſhe, 'with the Catholick; Charch, bears Teſtimo- | 
ny,- to-own her Laws df Di ſubmit to her Cen-, 
ſures, and:conform td her 'Conſtitutions. .. But ſhe-pre« 
tends to no Dominion-o mens Faith, or to. oblige 


them to believe. Sa becauſe ſhe has decreed ;u ; 
Her agherty pes Ig Ao not. to.define 
as a Judge. If any one; diſſent her, be angſt, gee 
miles © at, cone Pratthn 


o her 
Authority : no tra Proc nr he muſt fol. 
low the Apoſtle's Rule, _— 15. he muſt conform as 
far na and yield a ve Obedience to her Cen- 
ſures, w IR Tn ng Aftive torher Commands. 
While he walks by this he can neither bea Schiſma- 
tick nor Hererick ; and may expe, if he uſe due means, 
char God will ihr reveal to him whas he wants, or par 
don his Errour if he miſtake. 
J »< 23; This Sabwiton is coberont even was yen with Colvin 
rinciples: And thoughtt am; net concerned 
vate Divine, on hangar not erred or any pr 
; are, T will puy im @ mach Refi © 20 


"take. notice. of tlis;//and om it. learn 
bw Katy be Trier 4 a Es his Quote: 


; £1008.) 919916 ;6 


The Quomcion as in Cotvini As Tranſcribed by Ni 0 


' Now aliug ef invitam ins Extra Ecclefie 
"eros nifti 'nos 3 ipſa concipiat | nulla ſperanda.. (Calurg pre 2Mec 
For utero, wifi pariat, n r Rewiſſo og a = 


"Intereſt of every man to 
-His Sout---but: for -Worldly Intereſt, the Scales are herd- 
"ty equals t agony ae Conrad who bas. o_ 


1&7 Y) 


aft his tberiBus— "Adile\ off: -aliud \in\-vitaty; ingrefe; 


quod extra | ejus remium nul fas; '-51 220 20 bids) wad 
[# ſperanda 'e ' eill1 iT2, 11 b9181vob yocis 11:31 

remiſſio, nec all Jale—Lib & TOf 37 4 Yorla : 1H Toe 114 
4 Gaprx "Geog ff 00s » .o] Re ey” 
oThus in Englidh Siterall.., "Fi amb {ir rpg 
-VThere is no 6the? : loin: > aff $i 


inte ExbeÞt''the2# 
Me Chih conceive” us 


'i( 'Hezthaf Por inte 
detrrhummonifie- the 


 k&' Womb, ' brig; us forth, ide- of: chis own Reaſon, 


add nouriflr us- with- her | end-humbly caft hunſelf _at- 
bs — =ii AQQ* ito 'this ; \—ums aged ag Im—_ 


Both Eko IgrEy that Pxidey 3 nr Paſli 
ons, ought to be) Mortifiedi And except: Mt Al can ſhow 
Gf WC have-ah our Reaſor-proudly, that i5; not yield» 
ed, our of ſome deſign; Paſſion or:Prejudide,- when our 


Reaſon was convinced, we have juſt xeaſom.eo- reckon. all 
bind nc efſeAx of his own Pailion,, aid Peiwdancy 
yRu0R, Methe#Ohurelyr : Heyenntefics'that masy:df 
rt Octas bh vids; "14 hope we are-really ©) 

, but*#he-7yr; dite, off #ytireft keeps us: Prote- 
'Bants. Bit for Þ _ the-Warld judge, whether 
"our People are liabte#ro Prejudice, allowed 


mſelves;; or 
t to ſubmit 
34k '#'is*the 
Proteftant@,.th, he value 


to Read, and Examine, and Judge for 
the Members of his Church, that are ta 
without Examinarion. © As for Intereſt; 


by 


£861 


by it But whatever our Intereſt is, our racer £ is 
22 mark ; if HIS 


the never gave Teimony 
Head at Rome, v0. to PR i never. ſu 


is- He. has-ereated 
hd and rg os char of 


ada. - Mo » 
kk | ! 
. . 
, M4 


4 


15, 88d 
rn 


7 T23 1L mY} 
144 $3 OG 
on 


to whombe (ware Obedience, 
uherthe ain; 
gy 1p 


#24 — Þ 4 
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ms 


ing his le Ar pune in ſtrength, one - 
the adrme. of her. pros pe by. the Fr ; 
the Mighty Geoof Jaceb, GR49. 24. 2) mmmPRreot 
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bw 150g Me: Ml lurk dothing new in'his Larine 
. = but-only repeats wit he-faid; firſt in 


his Bec + ab theh in his Book ; yet; T-did hot think 
is fie; ts hens ſaid in this Language, ' be with 

demdeos 6dverſionsin the: Wien" 19990 26 
33453 3} +1 D- TY) 


(GUT 195 V1; _—_ +- boy 
Nfl dabiee ji que propor 
ſic lfradarnty? , wm Y 
6 Ad Y:"An Ettlef E: 
Rf: kbfe it Tt Mk hticalatis Evclefia 
{d'effe rorain "Chriſti Eeckcliam, exrra quam 
nan'elt favs,” Ht Nalentbe: jaQitet,"videant Romanenſes. 
Beeleſia"Anplicana meinbrum duntaxat' Ecclefize Cathos 
het"feſe exiſtitriat : ; Oinnium! Ecelefigrum Sacraments A 
infticuta 2tur, "duimdtiodo -in' unitate dei, 
A 4materid debit; & fub\formi' prieſeriprd celebrenrur. 
Ai" Nos; vel ipſius Eccleſiz Romanz Baptiſmum rejick 
Tus ?\atit'an'jlla noſtrum non recipit ? 
\ Ads. "Num Beelefra yy neelpir. Har ameita Lu- 
theranorum, Sc. -1-+ 2! > 130 QUAALh oa 
Reſp. Sacraments Tonkoriworai &c. Vera eſſe Sacra- 
menta; Er forte ſolus eſt Mr. M. qui aliter fentit., Sacra- 
menta non ſunt eorum®Sacramenta, a quibus celebran- 
tur ; ſed Chriſti & Eccleſiz : _ nos docuit fanftus Ax- 
guſtinus contra Donatiſtas Ep. _ . Nox in vobis mutamus in 
— efti — Nobiſcum autem eftis in Bap- 
Symbolo, in ceteris Dominicis Sacramentis, Gt 
Keys A Bite nte, ex Catholicd enim Ecclefit ſunt omnia Domini- 
ca Sacramenta que fic habetis @ datis, quemadmodum ha- 
bebantur & Pr etiam privs quam inde exiretis ; non 
tamen 'ided non babetis quia bi non eſtis, unde ſunt _ has 
tis, 


um, Chriſti Ev 
ning eſt, nmdek Reformatury 


iſti Ay gruſqun 


rat, 
recepit. Eccleſia quz- pr miſit in communioge erat 
cum FEccleſi4 Roman, non- illi tamen ſubjeQta,. hire py 
quo divino. /.. 
' . Ad 4. Anliceat Maniſtro ab Ecdefil Angiicank, fegitfi 
predicare contra eam, &c2 ,. + 
Reſp. Videar ipſe, rn DI Miſonemn m pu lick per ® 
chartam pradicat contra Ecclefiam jentiam jurg= 
vit? Eſtenim & hoc, przdicationis groug efficaciſſimum. 
Ad 5. Utrum defeus Miſfionis fit error in Fundamentis 7 . 
Reſp. Si per Milſionem intclligitur externa ila,quz ſe- 
cundum Canones fit ; defeftus ig.c2 non eſt _— _ 
in Furidamentis: multi. enim Epiſcopi R mani cjuſmod 


Miſſione caruerunt. Corgee furti RG 


eſſe, quiſine regulatiexter gamcae:; 5 

.non tamen inde fſequitur,,.omnia quz 

_ nulla eſſe cum ſemel in ovile ID 8 

-aut intruſus fyreſt & latro; an igitu Serumcons abi 

celebrata: nulla ſunt. aut Ch 

ei Miſſio interna, Be defettus. eft in; 
Ad 6. ©trum Cranmerus intr 

. meutti F 


Mats tom -<& 
riith * as Tag & "Tupetbi in Hercks & Ftions 
wm b pe ttantur; at boni & modeſti fab'paſtoribus ſibi 
3. Criſto ſſgrati vi vivent, fine altercationibus que, wifi 


OS a 7., Ad hac peſtulata ſepits ſe jaefoif Feſpoifin 
J nulhaw Daflewus inveniſſe.” A quibus hecquzſivit 
Wn ? Vix credo, nufftum enim invenio, abt fic ft 
quzretitem audivit, aut ſoniniavit ; fi igittrqueſi- 
Wee Alits red M— "Hon a ndſtris {A'quibuy' oportuit ) 


'ribr aut A's efbifſe refporſum, aut f of trabuj 
Ex Ge 

* Hendr [rlete) 

$10 tommunione cum port- 


tandem reſporfim Re (gue rit a mWlltis 
cuns fo 
Re il ns fi per pontificios,” inrelligft 


what /' fortd a frarribus Monaſticis quorum confortio 
b aihum preteritum | totum dedit ; non Ty 
Cranmeranm =alibls or dives at- 

iſebporum pantificioram ; {i per 

'Papz Jare divino #ghovertt, 

rand A » + + war 

I 


(%s] 


ſtatern rs in .4lignands 1ftbi Snexef- 
_—_— tint Or dy arerare Ghritianumy noh.ponti- 

er—m—_— qu-candein orrores & 
atraphetas qa In Div iv nwitreieram;. ſecundum Seriptu- 


upp ky errant & hie <u- 
ſe eros paſtores probiremr-s Anibbends itaqgut erm : 

& Mr. M.qui-Htosaqdire recufar, inter Rebelles filios nu- 
merandus: eſt. Cum igitur primi Reformatores ſubjecti 


| nberr' wr, Bpiſebpi, non magis adver/us 
_—_ clefrr Romany di erant, 
ffi" rr ali wang ft 


e & by itos & ſtatam ſuurn ſgeundum leges nature re- 
formayerit : -riullus itaq; bic #odus niſi quem fallax Mr, 


M i io ligavit. jiqulan re- 
vert judrcem teftem' &- ; & a ſociis 

9D 6; & & Ecelcſiaim 9 
a} pacemq; cufht illis noluir. 


 piſcopis quod jure ſus! 
Ad'8. An ciltbe} Eeclefia nationalt jus {eſe refortmand, 


com 2 a5 

"ke Nikil Wives abjicie dubiamct, ni&& its ſe-tesha- 
hat jw et frat futſſe gentem Scoticam ad 

&o nullo mods ar non ſolum 

hn 4s qu# reformat, legirima eſſe (ed ctiam legi- 
tir pfocedete deber. - Ar G6 que-in illis gentibus circa 
tionem illegſtir® fata fuiſſent, non erant corri- 

da concitando'taRiones &e ſchifmata contra publicam 
exrnm -Ecclefiafiti pacem, nec privati in partes contra 
Fines ic A (eſt enim illud remedivm morbo. ple 
kd a& meliotem trogem reducendi 

rs Hts Pts e6mmuni Chriſtianiracis concilio 
& hortatji 4" prefeftiwydam errores ſuos aliisnon Impoſu- 


vr Eo uff48 eniry-unitatom deſeruilſe non funt weſt 
ir Sita Op priagomanifeſtum-gſt,. ui 


TnL Md yon ot 
A eo uſque ad terminwity _ 


—_— ceroteitelapls eh Ge & 
. pedſereravie; A 


wa 


Tae] 
tanena Sando Auguſtino in librig de. Baptiſmo excuſatur, 
quod nullum a jure,' Communionis. fi drverſum ſenſerit, amo» 
vebat ; neq; Tyrannico terrore ad gbſequend neceſſitatem col: 
legas ſuos adegit,” quandobabeat omnis Epiſcopus prolicenti2 
libertatis, | & poteftatis. ſue; anbitrium proprium, . tamg; jus 
dicari ab alio now phfſit, quam nec ipſe  poref judicare, Ur, 
—_— ipſe San&tus Cyprianusin Congalio Carthagini- 
enſi. Sf. a = | 
Exiſtimat' verd-ille; Joiſen eſſe quod fatla erat mutatio 
Religionis/ex voto-gentis, & Cleri Ang/icani, fed ex 'Vertte 
gine*paucorum, -&. ad annales illorums temporum nos relegat. 
Ad eos-itaq; eamus, indeq; manifeſtum erit,, nullam .mu- 
tationem- majori conſenſu-aut 'fatam fuiſſe. aut receptam, 
quam Reformationem in Anglia. $i non faviſſent nobis 
acinalesilloruntemporum-. unde. erat..qudd ram. (ollicite 
conquiſiti, 6. aboliti ſunt ſub Maria, idq; per mandatum 
publicum. Ut videre eſt ex Rot. Pat. | 
Ad 9.:4n licuit Ecclefie Anglicans, cum. efet membrum- 
Ecclefie Catholice, ſemet- abſeindere a religuo corpore & _ . 
- ' Reſp. Nunquam femet abſcidit ;; magnet illi unita-uni- 
tate fidei, '& charitate. Regnum Angliz membrum eſt 
ſocictatis humane. que ac Eccleſia Anglicana. eſt meme 
brum Carholicz :| nec magis Eccleſia eſtimanda eſt. ſemet 
abſcindere a reliquo coxpore, cum ſe pro jure ſuo refor. 
mat-; -quam regnum |ſemet a ſocietate humana abſcinde, 
x, fi ad-ſuam-reformationem Leges-noyas condat. . Co- 
nata equidem eſt Eccleſia Romana noſtram kcommunione 
Catholica abſcindere, illi communionem ſuam 
do; ad reſpondere poſſumus quod Eccleſta Orientalis per 
Firmilianum, & hives per Santum Cyprianum Ste-- 
phano Epiſcopo Romano ipſas excommunicare nitenti, re- 
{ponderunt. Ep. 75. Peccatum quam maguum t;hi exag gee 
rafti, quando te 4 tot gregibas ſeadifi ? excidiſti enim te- 
ipſum, noli te fallere, þ enim. put ds Pnnes d te. abſtiners 
poſſe, ſolum te ah omnibus abſtinuaſti. ka 


[91] 


Ad. x0. Av depravatus fuit per tetum orbem verus Dei 


- = 


net 2urm yerum, liceta ſcoriis non penitus purgatum fie. 
Kaſs extra rum Angle & ker 


Dei cultus, ut nihil in £o quoad accidenalia imperteQum 
inveniatur ;, in ipſis Apoſtolicis Ecclefiits, viventibus ad- 
huc Apoſtolis, multa indigebant reformarione, ut collt- 
gere poſſumus ab ipgd ſcripturt. 

Ad 12. An liceat Anglicano-comminiſci fibi Eccle- 
fam 4 toto orbe droiſam?s _ 

Reſp. Non licere, neq; talem commentus eſt; > con- 
tra, omai Ecclefize verz, Catholici fide & charitate, unita 
manet Eccleſia Anglicana. Qui notant cum ill pacem,di- 
vidam fibi Eccleſiam commenti funt. Nullius Eccleſiz 
Sacraments aut Ritus, damnat, i m Sacramentum 


& ſolus babet poteſtatem, & Epiſcopes in Et» 
clefig ſux in Tar ar? & «; « corum j ear Non 


exiſtimandus eſt quid fit damnatio intelligere, qui tam 


_—_ totas Eccleſias damnet, & Statanz tradat. * 

3. Utrum Cranmerus fuit primus  Archiepiſcopus 
Ecclehe Anglicane e WE TY 
Reſp. Stultiſſime hoc quzri. Videat Catalogum Epiſ- 
coporum, G& dicat an primus fit. Atquiillumantecelſfe- 


z runt 


runt erant YN 7 Tn? em ee 


> Giful s 1.qut. ol atetd Rufus, 2h Sefdtfct 
ticket, an pohr 
= A etign, in | 


confert, qil2m 
© niger. aut _albus. Ocding (ofier ic Hh 
| 20 006 Polh BEA t refor cate 
_ Eccleliz, FRO x ed , ADP ah N 
proſe eſt Cramer, ad eurit ing eden 

| Quzſtio eſt - an. bene” & geſſerit it! 9 P ON ;h 
heanga conſtitutus erat : WY. id oe; moet kt, vid 
mina ot uz cur tom randa ; 
fi-nihil non Chriſtian : FS ins £5 vans pore ro! Fs erar itli 

abunde Chriſtiana 1 mi 7 6d Fecha Ch is lends; 
aſſcrit ſciſcitator noſter,j rn, 'C ainſi # iſco- 
pos per novem anteriora Tecwla pont fic eas fuſe, "#1 os yg 
& vexitate : cum nemo gaute;Anſelmim.« Fi Potitificis' o- 
(ſage, Tials Fn ndica wg ſomdjaverit ;..cum teges 
Angliz Tbomam By et, ut in Matthzo Pariſienſ 
videre 6 4% angum It Sieſta univerfalis' paſtoris 
 diredZ controriz, fuil iN Y cur ipſe Warhamus 'immetia- 
' TU$ Cr ere Pradect ntiente. tots convocky 
Roa opal ao ps Tis NG ie in Exclefiafticis' apho- 
vilFt Tor a paris agtroſceret,” etat '& as- 


ſenziebat, num. 5d, jmpegiret ſucceſſionem ? Reſpondeat 
$anJus Ce. ants, 7, rrantes Anteze(fores in re muxi- 
mi motnenky,. (cili ns ram, aco.it Eucharilt;a fu- 
ſiiturd, [Ita excular. ” e Antete Q bus not 
vel Ygnoranter vel Us {277 oy Li er vit's  poteff "fin 


| pleitati cjuis de FR 7 Domini 7 vera conce dl, nobis vero 


5644 poterit ignoſct, Cl, 04 Mine q Dapinogadmoniti & inftrutt; 


Ad 1 g- Virum fit verd Eccleſia que nou babet Jegittinos 
Paſtores ? | 
Reſp. Quod potelt effe vera : teſtis Eccleſia. Romaiih, 


que 


[93] 
qe tot habvit Pohtifices Heteticos, Sehiſmaticos, :Sicmo- 
niacos, Intruſos, & Dubios, qui omnes Legitimifraltorts 
non efahr; Anigitur Rome defevitEcclefrai> pollunutti- 
a eſſe vera Sacraments ubi-veri noa funtP 4px 


fs ores, ip 
enim farente Roinand Eccleſia Fiemina & 'Heretica Vert 
Bzptizat, an illa eſt verus paſtor? [Reformati vers pafon 
res tabent : inepre jgituriqueritu?. an preſide. ſub nd ſpe- 
cie cum Pleudo Catholicis communicare, quan ſub wlia cans 
Reformatis ? nutlus Reformacus. enim <ft, qui non ſub 
duzbus' fpeciebus communicat ; imo praſtat illi nullum 
quam mutilum Samentum, cui 1d vituum innotuit, 1; 
Ad 15; 'Otram 139 Articali Ecelefe Anglicane fart Ar- 
ticali fdrivel mou 2 UB": & 3:51h519- 341 mop 
Reſp. Omnes non ſunt 3 pleriq; negativi Articuli ad 
rejiciendas vel falſas vel fuperſtitiofas opiniones _— 
bantur, quas alii/pre Carholica fide-obtrudere conati tuat:; 
tales autem non ſunt dicendi Articuli fidet: quod;vel-hinc 
tiquer, -< quis pro- fidei: Artigulo wwehditarer, ctasiaffore 
extremum judicium ; qui id ad fidem pertinere-nefteve- 
fit, nondicerduseffer novum Articulunrfidei ezcopggitaſle ; | 
fic enim infinicreſſe poſient; & quilibet-cudendi Articu- 
Jam poreftaters':haberet. Aliz mter :394ag politiamde - 
regirnznEcclefize pertinent, qui plerumg;: inter- fidei- Ar- 
-iculos non funt namerandi ahi funt 'veritates!magnt mo- 
metiti, quz verd ruto ignorari 4 privatis Cliriſtianis po- 
Fant, imo fi pertinacis abfir, non credi. Alii ſunt reve- 
ra-omnibus co ndi &:credendi;- qui foliſyb-nomine - 
-Articulorum fidei propritveniunt.' 'Quod veroinſertillc 
(kcilicer) fi non ſunt Arriculi fidei, ergowento tenetur ficdem - 
{is habers ſub periculo ſalutis, hon (equitur!r /poteſt:enim 
 falub/periclitart imo amitri, pertinaciter negando.aliagve- - 
- ritatds;- quam quz proprid:ad fidenv{pettarite Quan igi- 
tor Articuli'y2 9 ad diverſicatemopinioaunteyit 
EccleGfipropontatar.;' hullaus qui pacters-aniar;] illis ſeop- - 
ponere debet. - «HHIT9 FSTED 


67 


C 94] 
-" A&'r 6. erum Religio Reformata fit divifibilis-in ſemper 


-: \Reſp.'Quod:videtur/iſtam ionem-ut plerdq;. ſuas 
2 jocularibus*recentium in Collegio oratiunculis mutuatus 
fuiſſe : *6r:quod verifimiliushoc tacit, ſolis fere illis inſig- 
nem ibi ſeſe M. AM. a" «bl Gafbu 
— Ad" 175 Aut in re Euchbariſt4. Argumentum 9 ſenſibus 
duftum fit fallibile £ | 
Reſp. Argumentum iſtud fallere non poteſt : -ratio 
quam proponit dubitandi nulla eſt, revera enim lignum 
pulchrum erat oculus, neg; ocules primam noſtram paren- 
rem decepit ; ſed fefellir eſe homo, dum ſerpenti potitis 
quam Deo credidit de effequ manducationis, (ſcilicet) 
quod non moreretur etiamſi -comederet, de quo oculus 
nihil illi retulit. Credulitas itaq; non ſenſus primos no» 
ſtros | parentes decepit, caveat itaq; 2 credulitate, qui in 
; redecipi non vult. - bon 
Ad 18. An Feclefia Anglicana mutabilis fit ad nutum 
Parliamenti - | - | SES 
Reſp. Quod non eſt ita mutabilis, neq; unquam ita mu- 
tata / ger" Rex cum Parhamiento, temporalibus 
prazmiis autiponis quz fanciends ſunt in Religione ſanch- 
re :| quis'nifi. mente captus hane poteſtatem-il/is-negabit-? 
at quis niſi manifeſto talſus plus circa Religionem refor- 
-matam-Parliamentum tantafle dicet ? Sunt igitur duo in 
Mabilencs: aut reformanca Religione diſtinguenda : pri- 
-mameſt, \judicare de-veritate” Religionis, Er illam que 
vera eſſe judicata eſt Chriſti authoritate ſub ſalutis amit- 
cendzx- periculo omnibus commendare; alterum eſt, ſic 
commendatam ab Ecclefſtd Religionem temporalibus pray 
- Miis'aut penis munire. | Primum pertinet ad Ecclefiam, 
- fecundum ad civilem Poteſtarem. In ſtabiliend{ Refor- 
- matione, Ecclefia Anglicana in Convocatione, civilis Po- 
teſtas in Parliamento propriam ſibi Proyinciam ſigillatim 
CcuraVeruit. 
| Ad 19. 


[gs 


. Ad -19. tram ſpiritus Calvini negantis, ac Lutheri 
affirmantis corporalem preſentiam , fit uterque 4 Deo # 
Reſp. Quod neg; Calyinu ab in{piratione ſpiritus nega- 
vit, neq; Latherus atbrmavit aliquid de corporali praxlen- 
tid. Rydicule iraqzquzritur ao uterq; fit LDeo., Abthor 
Quzſtionis, cum inter Fanaticos educatus effet, audivit 
omnia aut ſpiritui bono aut malo attribui, & videcur 
adhuc in <4 ſententi4 harere-; 6 inde ſomniat , non 
ſe aliquem vel affirmare vel negare aliquid niſi ex 
ſviriens alicujus . impulſu,  Quod tamen ſomoium,, vel 
hac. exemplo excutiat.,  Pau/us Ill. Papa. affirmavit ſe 
poſſe- Henricum VIII. img quemlibet Regem deponere , 
&. per Bullam idem tentavit... At M. MH. (ut ſpero) ne- 
gat poteſtatem. deponendi Regem Angliz inelle * Pa- 
px. . Quazro igitur an ſpiritus utriuſq; idem fit, aut an 
uterq; poſlit eſſe a Deo ? Ar er 
Ad 20. Nowne impudentiſſummus fuit Calvinus uſurpa- 
to fibi munere Reformandi orbem cam juvenis efſet-2.6 a> 
Reſp. Non fuit umpudentifimus-,  impudentior enim 
decimus., qui Hugonem puerum quinquen-- 
nem in'Archiepiſcopum Rhemenſem & Primatem Gal- 
liz. confirmavit, ut videre eſt apud Flodardum Hiſtor. 
Rhem. .Lib.. 4. Cap... 47. & 2.8, Impudentior Johannes- 
Papa undecimus Sergii tertii- nothus, qui ſtudio &- au- 
thoritate matris Marozic infamis-ſcorti & adhuc amo-- 
ribus aptz., in Vicarium Chriſti univerfalem juvenis 
ſucceffit. Teſte Luitprando.. Lib. 3, Cap, 12. Si. 
hc nihil. ad ſe exiſtimat dubitator,, ſcigt neq;_ad nos 
Catvinum : de quo tamefn nihul inimicis credendym ; a@n 
im fibi reformandi aunus-uſurpayit, ſed reformantibus- 
ſemet adjunxit. .' . . | RE 
Ad21.. An ex uters Reformationis effluxerint cades -——- 
E. be.llactvilia queemerſerunt anno 1641,},,  - Re 
1% 
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Italia dahia : Fanatteus eſt qui ſe divino Tpifitu. ag) 
aut Madtvinarl falsd credit; -plures ſunt ibi fn int -majori 
Piece, [qui hoc (bi verdicaiit, quam in Anglia. - Fibatt 
es eſt oy 24 Prog fenſa-malt (intelle - enter - 
ris Paſt6ribus"'p tbticd 'opponit. *Tollatyr rf net 
inyeniet ren wn regionem noti-miirmus _ {ſe & 
jJUfiodi fahaticoruth qi 'Britariniam; =_ Pq qut- 
fitio «ſt qui ietfos | habent ih Hit" patee” \H 
-ſpania quam Bergman: Nos. 5 means fanatico$ ” 
nfiftien err = Ifque' & = to - _— 

tia. ety eelties: mul No 

Plurts & thigis pethiciofs Hereſes in pits 4 Lon 
oft ſuhit,- eels fahatici; quinm- inter” Refortnatos. 
Alt fahths &bntts jadicium diſcretiohet & ſctiptaras fain at- 
$bifvr ox co. qtiod eorum abuſaharicl; fune quam 
contra Religioneri) Chtiſtianam, que | jus pretextut tot 
-abominand® Heteſes, quas recenſent SanftusEpiphianits 
*& Saria89 Tfenzus, orbemi inquinayerutjt? 7 
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pronuatiatum' eſt. minus tamen Marj 
quam. ronctrhnn es debuit, cunt \nats. elſe ps 
þ ke -watriwonii,..propter, quod: pullum; 
unv-eſt;/ autipatricavt/match.innowigy, Filius.cnim ng 
cus. ex matrimgnis lioga fide, vel. mis 
Tag 


eſt vere legitimus ſecundum legem wilem, | 
igitar: (ants us 'nata- eſt..aſt-opinig, : non- poſlk 


te WT Ae leykimas. 1 NEG, p. 
ES . \0 \ W« LP ; 

"Sec quperix 8. yrgerigus Authortorg weorem,ſuqm a 
olerinas repudiavit Henicus 8: | | 


319 
Reſp. Authoritate legis F40R jucheio. Eccleſi F. ! 1 h 
licanz; icujus; erat-. judicars; de, Matrimoniis infra, Hagr 
liam initis}! conciliq; ſenteotia: & ap robatione. fere. 
nium Cordatiorum; &;NoGierum, ifkus;#tatis, prius 
bitis. « dog qua rrp Mr gn 0 & R& 
inas Angliz,:aut ge eorum juread carb tc np 
op reſpondeat,:! KO; Ls gs BE 1795 
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; Adi24. Ugrum:Jaud! enrici. 
qui expatſo un en Ci, laden | 
citavit's i. X. ah 0; po | 
Reſp. Henricus Ocavus expulit quidem Romggi Pon- 
tifiels. ckirraitan) juriſditionem. ſecundum Rong FEA: nl 


leges,- nullum:yero Papantiex ; Sahel. Cnc 5o 
ponit igitur quzſtio falſum, && rivola eſt; oi 


Papa'dicendus,; nifi qui. jurifdictionem, yniverſale: 
Eccleſiatn Catbalicam' ſbi, vendicat :. Quiſnam. 
tis Henrici id ſibi unquam vendicavit 2 At permiit; 
ricus1llis.Sctipturam, an; hoc. Ph FRIorR hn ab F ot 
Papas ſour Cres, qui hoc. on\mbus. ,premiſit?, At 
ſecundam privatum. ſEgfum Sc Scrpryres interpretart cults 
ay RE cone item P. mT rc 

enim rigicior.;ſfubmiſſionis in. re Re em 
paniacanguR exaCtor- a. faik-qpamm Heanricus: Nemo qui 
* 207 cum 
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eam Rafurtt Scripture quetts'pro Dathiolico: habckat ab. 
Es - 


Gralſ/anr Ecdiefiaſticnn Aythoritater 
gicenday'effer : YuoSubſarge, &ignorapeer objic 
ant Papicolz.'- { 2u0T1 


Ad 16. 8: MY mutere Relihionens Parkamentarid 
Anthoritate RaBihram; wndde Liowih' Blizabec bur dialigjoutts 
ye Catholica Regyi legibus ftabilitam ? 

Netas*eſt \Cathokcam'Relgionem: quiaunque 
-\Gatholkeam: Reli 


Authoritate ,evertere ; neqa- 
fed Mel? Eft" —__ iqure. 'a /Gr draude 


fabilica, Jure rorius' regni” & tis Oc, ſenjoris partis- 
fix confer & oboe rom m enim ſclallaciis:in» 
HReile- 


eps, Ning rt eras” invomchans. reddi> 
ad Mounds hog &; civiles pas. 
nas | quibus iſta- tehgio Neterat,"Parkumentom ſemer ac-- 


=E . Nec Spcilivs { ( aca acorn eclefletigny 
rm Brolctize! porſualutn cf] 

| ere Rabel '{ | 

poet. Ei Ej | .conftitutionem & Rabilimentum _ 
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put Bhs, s 61.854 nou - ng any fe cx 


vl Petrut Mquain regoum quuithy: , quam 
hilecnt Jus,' hh mer '6fbis Principes; : | 
dem. 'Papa- pro legitiina Regins CN Bent 

ria itrpune reficret ?: Qui alia audet; perdidit-com re» 
we frontetn, 8 cam: ſenſibus E- ratione'e Juravit Go 
exuit {eſt modeſtiam. Fuit aque R aary 

egnl : 


WT, . 5 
Regniz ot.vero.caput Eocloſis cann-edls pliynisJurarer, 
neo tex juflit,” neo.imchis verbs Elpaathc -Quak 
En 


Famentum- Pruriatns,. quod ipſi ex 
ſyſceperar, '6r ws ms. _——_ 
| propugmvenant; fed nowautharitate full fo- 
B non aauditos exputitc nc Mane Epilogpos:quibus: ſao. - 
ceffraur>- netuovecaſgntes igavoremandos: mandavit; ut'i 
Maria ; fed: ike Jeniver” ts 'tracavix ;riltivqus: "uti 
velitenrvivere-permiſit,/iunde nihit comma Reginam mo- 
lier ſunt, © auscontra refornaticanenm; £td nog Zonfinge}d 


ſed pygore prohibiti, ut:pharietim conſeryire nolucrube.” 
—_ CO Fn > WY III cr as 


is 4 ee! 


e lios! 
ke conkintre AW ta | 
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rgiam quam 

animo: habuerunt. ''Iade pA perm -vepera erand, iy 
itls: adhue{manent, imo multa:\ vere Gellicand Livre 
gid-ſerhe] woobanmue bot eſficus.m noſdr3 Li- 
curgit invonimas;; neque-bllam officiueciti que anciquz 
Eiturgie conferginnt, iſe Dake notion, An Lirur- 
Sine inc; I m—_ WET. om et Mans —_ 
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udaces & delibquententGladia civil Si 
Ceres org Hein GoqworitGniopmnenin jſtels. | 


Rex eſrq 
etiamſ1 Cleric te wr liens proper hr ;n.afit.eliens; 
quamcung;/cauſaim quain maxime ſpiritualem _—_ peena 
elfet mulctandus z meqrlioc eft-omnimodam- obedientiam: 
cy ome nay peer 2 \teſtat enine! 
Ecclefiz:ſua poreftas fpicituals integra;-vempe: verbi,; a--. 
cramentotum 6c prvahu _—_— diftributio.: Qu>" 
cung; 1gitur eXcommuriicandus:6lt,; propter- quamecung; 
== Eccleſid non:2iRege. eſt” iſti-cenſure (Het 
e a z 15! tr-canfſtabit; jufiſfdicto ri. * 
buimus zi ror nga wg ee an3a.a Sep ia 
igum ſpefabit-ad promo rnmmng Gut dis; 
citue; igitur Regen eſſe unicum gubernatorem,:tam-in , 
\ men wed. core temporalibus, intelligitur.iHam fie: 


Oi. 2 2007: «li jasglkadii 4rtom- 
aibus rebus tain-Eocleſieſticin.qh wy temporelibus. come. 
petit:8 quifolusJudex eſt -fapremus,/ quando! &\quo- 
ties uti debet -e4"poteſtate.'+ At concefio.;:omnimoda 
obedientiam-quz homini prafiari poteſt-nos-alli - tlebate; 
quomdoGitfeiturianndiiafntrM.. M..quod  oportet: nds. 
cum: Calviniam' 'eſſe'Calniniondi, :Arianes: cum | Ariana. g 
Annon cives Romanitotam iftarwobedientiam;quarmn per: 
hoc- juramentufty veniicarunt-inoftri::Reges; Papz pra- 
ſtare tenetitur-? An; igitur-oportet>:c0s, cum ;Heretico 
Papa aut Schiſmatico, Hzreticos aut Schiſmaticos eſſe ; 


Quia'Papr'eunicunillis; ſapramus gubernator; tam. i in 
omni  Spiritualibus-quk ove Sanyo 
+;;Nos vero gue ow > | Wibuigus, reſervatis 


Deo\que: fant. Nei. + i vel vel 
adtivam: obedicotiam pe tar oh &-ſ6 guandoctis 
inter: Regews @ [ubditos oreafucritaoIiciturndy; quadamy 
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[ 201 ] 
ulla/hic: foes bellorum” civilium';- id enim vitabitor ti 
modo vel aQiva vel paſſiva obedientia prazſtetur. « 
contrs hanc'Do@rinam affert facile diluitur (ſcilicet) run 
Regem non ſupremim'eſſe ſed Scripturam & ſtatuta, non e> 
nim- ſcyriprura aut ſtatura ſunt gubernatores, ſed ſuprema 
regula fecundutn quam-Regi eſt obediendum. * Ut vero 
azeſtivnem queſtione rependam, videat, An ſe tamfaci- 
'expediat 3-Si quando lis inter Eeclefiam Er civilent po- 
reſtatens"orta facrit; quzro quis inter illas erit Judex > 
Si'Papa inveſtituras Epiſcoporum, - verbi gratia, immuni- 
tatemr Clericorum, proviſiones & appellationes ſub cen- 
ſaris decreverit;' repugnantemq; /-Regem 'excommutiica- 
verit, . quis de gravibus his cauſis inter illos judicabir's 
aſſignandus:Judex, niſi mavis jllos in zternum altercari, 
quis quzſo erit Judex inter concilium Papale & Comitia 
" Haag. 2 ven c0ide-anyleetf 
Ad 29. Cur R tionem fam avide amplexi ſunt tot 
rg tera wir) 1s 01/90 : p L149 
-: Reſp. Nihil ad 'nos'cur amplexi ſunt, quidam-Chriſtum 
etiam ex invidia pradicarunt. -Sperabit vero-meliora qui- 
libet qui charitati rion'valedixit, preſertim cum memine- 
rit quot 'viros 'ſcienti#'celebres,' concilio" graves, fortitu- 
dine claros, pietate infignis' protulir” iſta ztas , qui neq; 
prior aliqua'ztas felicior, nec quam poſterior forte xqua= 
_ Nulla''tot $9 claruit x wy patria Gr reſpablics 
cordi erant,-quibus iſte vitiorum ſeges ignota, qua 'pree- 
ſenti! zerarii incobuir; :Tnifnicus'eſt Anglorun Mair 
tuti & armis qui aliquid vel ſuggerot; 'quod'rotheroutn 
gloriz obeffer 3-quoruar virtuti'patiia'deber,” quad ſupra 
Garamantas & Indos, -&.ad uſq; ſfydera notaeſt;" Novie 
mus quid'jam facit:-Nobiles, . & &-Nobilibus papicoles : 
ſpondearille. pro omnibus qui/jam Papifmumiamplectun 
tur, . & ego -viciſſim'fpondebo_ omnes Nobiles ſub'Eli- 
-zabetha' non lucri ſed Conſcientiz gratia reformationetn 
amplexos. Ad 


| [ren ] 
© Ada 20: Cur Neks Anglioana- wenifetfe evele edit Papife 
mh. Proptex cxudelitatem, , faltatem.,” tyrannidemn 
& BOVitakem, . qu: Omnia Datlve Anglorum ge0ie- re 
PUgnanc ;non-cnim (ut falsd- infinuat) : Anglicans Plebs: 
novigatis avidior quam. quzlibet alia gens. At Religio 
eſt quibuldam ,  patriany odio , __ pom 
& - populares, calumniis proſequt '; -qui 
morym! &. rituum mirgtores,  quicquid externim. eft 
quaſi verum. & vetuſturm magai faciunt. Ha enint 
regia , -quazknſum. & rationem. neturaletm tolke , 
Q caturaleaa exiam in petriam & amicos affetum ſubver- 
| "i 
18 Ji. cit Beelefi Anglicana falbidtas fit wel infatli 
F; 

Reſp. Particularis Eccleſia licet in ſe fallibilis, quardin 
tamen ſc obfervationi Preceptatuce divinermm accingit, 
quntia virees i wha of nega Gale mort Glors'er 

veritds tHi » neque Er= 
Tore aliquo ſaluti pernicioſo. pateſi : idemg; de quoliber 
Chriſtianadicendum. Dum autem.afku non fallitur licet 
fallibilis fuodetur fiper Petram ;! quteniey ſuper can fun- 
datus: non eſt, falvus-efſe-nan-poteft; - 

| Ad. 32« De Ligno Seiext ie Fitw, alivd reſponſurn 
gon meretur provter verba Cheift,: qui--mebumg: Geit adir 
ices, lignam ſcrentiar non: erat lignum whe at 18 coder 
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Biblorun Anghcanzemendation: 

m_ verſions; ket: mil cſtab omni: farte-perſy» 
At moo vultiiomens Eccleſia: emondagiorem, fed 
anllans in veigati doamta verortee. acted 
gurus, 


6tve hi 
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AinSerecedicends oft con; qui dicvt tombs 
p morn Ben yo aac quz volt ſpirivas won | 
facere: eſto tum carai'faveber Sanitus Poles 
8.'y. de'Garneefficmiat prod opt Dei now off 


gt conv qui tntom in carie hr People pe. 


Dar. '4. 2-4 
eſt verfio, 6 gitar conforms fre OD 
mbramur volgaem Latinem; oujus tamen non atius for>- 
fas oft- in hoe loeo , quid quent” verbs wegliconu fo 
raiit:: 
x 007.7. 9. vI_AE DFT EFRPATEYONTAI de indhioitur, 
qui ſai poteftarem non hebent ; #2 Senftus Vhoodoraduc, - 
quid hwe verba-hec parzphraſi utitur', She avfew' cup» 
Imipetvon ferre- mom poteltss, fed nl 04> 
Panier” imbecithi nin oft, walls Tote pribiter "qui wines 
Matrimonium contrahats. 
Item San&tus Anſeimus apud Lyram, ropter men-- 
_ imbecillitatem non poſſunt ths (6 Kt] gs 8 aid 
ant. 
. Item Lyra; id eſt, Si donum continexd; non-acceperint 4 


Deo. 
F Trem Commentarius fub ones Santi Ambrofii, Cue 

impulſu carms perfeverare ſe viderint now poſſe ; 
omnes faviſſe carni & ſ{chilmatidicendi ſunt, eo at's oy 
ſtrz verſioni aſtipulantur ? 

Idem dicendum eſt de Matt. 19. 11; TANTEZ 'OT xXQ--- 
whe omnes non capaces ſunt, Thos —_ 
vel propter impotententiam, qu entiam 
carnis? An Chriſtus indulgebat carai cum — | 

it 


rt prot 


addit fecupdim yulgarem Latina: (videlivet ve 
Mt19-£2>): 916 poteff capere, capiat#.. +». 
TE 2s omar 
2rd 4 Refte: regditur- -ab-Anglis inecrprtibus 
ca VUgarl, r 
ye. : Aoglich reddi- poteſt, 
ent noſtra Bia: ye pm per idolum-in> 
cultpm fabrefatunr: 
\TAYIITON. Dewuf;” d: 
"4g 3 0, MPO rf ens eng nec alit er- xed "Ml 
gue Gal & ltalis, quorumalteri in Catechilimi y 
ribus , reddunt, Inage Taillce, alteri 7 magine Sulpita.._: 
yidereeſt-in/ Diario.de $; Amonr, Pas» cap. 5:; ybi hac 
ipla quzſtio coram Cardinalibus diſcutitur : fruſtra-j igh 
zur in verfionem-noſtram inſurgit, qui dubium-eſt.an (1n- 
cerior.extat. Nihil adhuc, momenti contra. m 
Nw mart, fi quid habeat proferas tandem; i& Ars 
non.queſtionibus, rem.agat..,"Meminerit; com 
Taiebs eju{modi de os DRS4 ard 
ile fol at _—_ 


